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ABSTRACT 

This study was conducted to provide descriptive, 
comparative, quantitative, and statistical information on the 
syntactic characteristics of two English registers: (1) formal and 
informal discussion and (2) administrative correspondence* In 
chapters 1 and 2 the background and purpose of the study are 
discussed. The composition of the major spoken and written corpus, 
the analytical data of which formed the basis of the study, is 
described in chapter 3. Chapter 4 outlines the multilevel analytical 
model adopted and its characteristic features. In chapter 5 the 
format of the computer printout containing the primary data is 
explained. Chapter 6 represents a statistical comparison of the 
spoken and written corpora at various levels, utilizing the 
analytical and quantitative information presented in tbe printout. 
Eesults are interpreted and conclusions summarized in chapter 7. 
Appendixes 1-11* in volume 2, consist of supplementary material 
prepared for readers desiring further details of differen-t aspects of 
the study. (Author/PHP) 
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HESUME 

Chapter I presents the background and rationale for 
the study and Chapter II states its aims. 

The composition of the major spoken and written corpus, 
the analytical data of which formed tlie basis of the present 
study, is described in Chapter III. 

Chapter IV attempts to outline the multi- level analytical 
model adopted and its characteristic features. 

Chapter V gives an account of the format of the Computer 
Printout (Phase III) to aid readers who would like to study, 
or to retrieve further information from, the primary data. 

Chapter VI represents a statistical comparison of the 
spoken and written corpora at various levels, utilizing the 
analytical and quantitative informaticn presented in the 
Computer Printout (Phase III) . It is written mainly for 
fellow researchers and readers who are interested in the 
methodological aspect of stylistic or register study. Readers 
who are not interested in this aspect of the study could 
disregard this chapter and move on to the next. 

Chapter VII consists of our original ob&ervations on 
the syntactic characteristics of two distinct registers -of 
English: formal/informal discussion and administrative 
correspondence, both of which our students will have to 
master. 
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Appendices 1 to 11 consist of Supplementary material to 
the above Seven Chapters, mainly prepared for readers who would 
like to have access to fuller details of different facets of 
the study. 
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I BACKCROllNl) AND RATIONALE 

In the field of linguistics, there has been much discussion 
of intra-1 ingual varieties in the last fifteen years. Much 
attention has been devoted to the identification and description 
of varieties of language within the same speech community, and 
there is a movement towards establishing overt critieria, both 
linguistic and extra- 1 inguist ic , to this end. Among the repre- 
sentative works are Bright, (1966), Bernstein, (1964), Ellis and 
Ure, (1969), Gregory (1967), and Fishman, (1968, 1971).-^ 

2 

Strevens (1965) has this to say about the English language: 
''In countries where English is the mother tongue, it is usual for 
both the general public and those who teach English to talk about 
the language as if it were a single, identifiable consistent 
entity. We Karn and teach sets of rules, (purporting to be 'the 
grammar of English'), when a relatively small quantity of factual 
observation should convince us that every rule is consistently 
broken in one or another set of circumstances, by one or another 
set of speakers or writers." As he sees it, English, just as 
any other natural language, exists, not as a single unifonn en- 
tity, but as a constellation of varieties, each functioning in 
a particular way. Crystal^ in an article entitled "New Perspec- 
tives tor Language Study" published in English Language Teaching , 
1970, writes "one of the main criticisms that can be justifiably 
and usefully directed at traditional approaches to English lan- 
guage study is that they are too restricted in scope, too 
monolithic, to provide an adequate picture of the language." 

ERIC 1 4 
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The central issues are nowadays quite familiar; the concen- 
tration on written English to the exclusion of spoken, and on 
formal, literary styles of the language at the expense of the 
informal and conversational . It is only recently that linguistic 
approaches to the study of English have begun to do anything 
more than pay lip-service to the need for a more comprehenj ve 
eclectic account of the language as a whole. One of the clearest 
indications of a movement in this direction is the recent efforts 
in -:he studies of English in use, focusing on the description and 
classification of varieties of English according to the user, as 
well as the varieties of English according to use. 

English can be classified and subdivided into dialects 
according to its users, similarly it can also be classified and 
subdi\^ided into registers according to the many uses to which it 
is put. 

Linguage varies as its function varies; it differs in dif- 
ferent situations. The label given to a variety of a language 
according to use is "register". When we observe language 
activit> in the various contexts in which it takes place, we 
find differences in the types of language selected as appropriate 
to different types of situations. 'Scientific' English is 
different i rom 'colloquial' English. And 'religious' English is 
again different from both. In various degrees, there are corre- 
lations between recurrent linguistic features and situational 
features. As mentioned before many attempts have been made 
recently to establish conceptual frameworks and theoretical 
categories of the uses of language to enable better understanding 

ERIC 15 



of the functioning of a language in a particular situation: who 
says or writes what , to or for w hom y when , in what circumstances, 
and why ? Scholars in the field see that the study of registers, 
which is quite recent in origin, is crucial to both our under- 
standing of how language works and our understanding of its 
applications: specifically to literary criticism, translation 
and language teaching, both native and second. 

Pioneers in the field of register-study have recognized the 
applicability and importance of their work to language teaching^ 
especially to the preparation of teaching programs. Halliday 
(1964) writes *'The choice of items from the wrong register, and 
the mixin;; of items from different registers, are among the most 
frequent mistakes made by non-native speakers of English,,, If 
we failed to note the differences of registers, we should be 
ignoring an important aspect of the nature and functioning of 
language. Our descriptions of language would be inaccurate and 
our attempts to teach them to foreigners made vastly more diffi- 
cult. "4 Ure (1969) writes "No one register can serve as an all 
purpose model,,. A range of varieties must be the aim of any 
teaching program.. M" a foreign language speaker does not know 
the appropriate register, there is more than one way of going 

wrong. Crystal (1970) also notes that information from 

6 

variety-study is highly important for TESOU 

Even though in recent years breakthroughs have been made 
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in the establishment of useful theoretical mo^iels and categories 
of register, there has been a lack of substantial analytical 
data to test the effectiveness of these models and categories. 
Theoreticians in the field have been aware of this ohvioii'? l^cV 
and inadequacy. Halliday, >tcIntosh and Strevens, (1964), write 
V. ,up to now we know very little about the various registers of 
spoken English* Even studies of the written language have only 
recently begun to be made from this point of view. For this 
reason we are not yet in a position to talk accurately about 
registers; there is much work to be done before the concept is 
capable of detailed application... Very large samples of text 
liave to be subjected to detailed formal analysis if we wish to 
show which grammatical or lexical features are common to all uses 

of the language and which are restricted to, or more frequent in, 

7 

one or more particular registers/' Ellis and Ure, (1969), 

write ''...in the sheer description of registers of one language, 

large-scale research using enough text for significant statistics 

is called for. The development of computer methods in linguistic 

analysis should make possible the effective application of, and 

8 

feedback to, variety and especially register theory." 
^ilsev^/here in the same article they write: "...register-based 
linguistic analysis of texts can equally provide the teacher with 
a selection of material appropriate to the situational needs of 
the student, together with a statement of frequency of occurrence 
and co-occurrence of items and categories/'^ Crystal and Davy, 
(1969), state: "We cannot but conclude that stylistic theory, 
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at the time of writing, has reached a stage where it would do 

well to wait for practical analysis to catch up, so that the 

tlieoretical categories may be tested against a wide range of data, 

1 0 

and more detailed analysis of text carried out." Again in 1970, 
Crystal, who prefers to use the label 'stylistics' to cover the 
whole comolex of varieties and styles that make up 'a' language, 
writes about the importance of stylistics information for Fnglish 
language teaching. He writes:"... it is still rare to find any 
attempt being made tc incorporate it systematically into f course. 
This is understandable, in view of the absence of any 'dictionary 
of stylistic features' which the teacher may turn to in order to 
find out exactly what it is that is idiosyncratically 'scientific' 
about scientific English, what is 'colloquial' about colloquial 
i;nglish, and so on. The big dictionaries are of some help as far 
as vocabulary is concerned, in that they very often label restric- 
ted lexical usage, but you cannot rely on any consistency here. 
And grammar books on the whole do not give stylistic inf ormat ion . ""''■^ 

Thus, conscious of the current movement towards a more 
realistic and less monolithic approach to the study of the Hnglish 
lnn};ua^e and its manifold implications to the teaching of English 
as a second language, and responding to the call for practical 
roj; i ster-hased linguistic analysis, the Research Sect ion, former ly 
of the English Curriculum Division, Language Bureau, and presently 
under the Directorate of Studies, Staff Development Branch, Public 
Service Commission, has carried out two large-scale, corpus-based , 
register-oriented, descriptive linguistic studies on the syntax of 
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spoken and urittcn Lnglish: The Syntactic Analysis of Spoken En - 
gl ish Project (SASH) and Syntactic Analysis of Written English 
Proje c t (SAWE) . SASK was begun in the spring of 1971 while SAVri: was 
begun in the spring of the following year. Both projects were 
completed by the fall of 1974 . The present project, Coi r parat ive 
St udy of the Syntactic Characteristics of Formal/ Informal Discus - 
sion and Administrative Correspondenc e, which was implemented by 
the Research Division, Directorate of Studies in the months of 
April to September, 1974, is a spin-off from and a £o? low-up of 
the major studies, SASE and SAWE. 

The major spoken corpus (SASE) consists of over 10,000 
sentences of Canadian Speech. The speakers were taped in 
unscripted and unrehearsed formal and informal situations. The 
spoker corpus is composed of four sections A,B,C, and D. Section 
A consists of about 500 sentences of formal boardroom discussion; 
Section B consists of 700 sentences of informal boardroom discus- 
sion; Section C consists of about 2,500 sentences of dialogues 
taken from HSL textbooks; and Section D consists of over 6,000 
sentences of media discussions and interviews. Within each section, 
the sentences fall into 100 sentence samples. Except for section C, 
textbook dialogues, within each sample the sentences represent 
continuous speecn. The tapes were transcribed in long-hand, typed 
and checked agi.inst the tape. The following is a schematic 
representation of the corpus of the project Syntactic Analysis of 
Spoken English !^ 

19 
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Figure 1 

Major Spoken Corpus 
Syntactic Analysis of Spoken English Corpus 



Sect ions Materials ' No . of No. of 

Sentences Samples 

A Formal Boardroom 507 S 

Discussion z public 

servants 

B Informal Boardroom 

Discussion - public 759 6 

servants 

C E3L Textbook Dialogue? 2,437 24 

D Media Discussions and 6,389 53 

I nterviews 

TOTAL: 10,0 72 8 8 



The major written corpus (SAKE) consists of over 5,000 
sentences. It is composed of two parts. The government half of 
our written corpus consists of four sections: Administrative 
correspondence, bulletins and information sheets, annual reports 
for internal consumption and publications for external consumption. 
The non-government half is also composed of four sections. They 
are newspaper a tides, newspaper editorials, magazine articles 
and magazine editorials. Their common theme is media reaction to 
i;overni'.cnt policy. The composition of the corpus of this Project, 
Syntactic Analysis of Written English may be presented schematically 
as follows: 

ERIC 20 
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ri^;ure 2 , 

Major Written Corpus 
Syntactic Analysis of Written English Corpus 



Sections Materials Number of Number of 

Sentences Samples 

1 GOVERNMENT 

A Administrative 1,000 20 

Correspondence 

B Bulletins and 

Information Sheets 500 10 

C Annual Reports 500 10 

n Publications 1 ,000 20^ 

TOTAL GOVERNMENT 3,000 60 



II NON- 
GOVERNMENT 

E Newspaper Articles 1,000 20 

F Newspaper Editorials 500 10 

G Magazine Articles 1,000 20 

II Magazine Editorials 500 10 

TOTAL NON-GOVERNMENT 3,000 60 
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The analy t ical mode 1 adopted is a tagmemic model , as expounded 
by Kenneth Pike and as modified by Victor Barbeau who analysed 
a corpus of spoken and written French for the Language Bureau, Public 
Service Commissici of Canada. The tagmemic model used is a multi- 
level analytical model and at each level the sentence and its parts 
are analysed in terms of both function and form. The analysis at 
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each of the five levels of the model is briefly outlined as follows: 
Level 1 - Discourse level - 



Level 2 
Level 3 



Sentence level 
Clause level 



Level 4 - Phrase level 

Level 5 - lixpress ional 
level 



Analysis of the function of the sen- 
tence within the discourse, as well 
as its form. 

Analysis of the sentence into clauses. 
Analysis of each clause into subject, 
predicate, direct object, indirect 
object, etc. 

Analysis of noun and pronoun phrases, 
verb phrases, adjectival phrases and 
adverbial phrases. 

Listing of ?11 verbs and "fixed expres- 
sions" (nominal, verbal, adverbial, 
adj ect ival , etc . ) 



A typical sentence analysis is as follows: 
Figure 3 

TYPICAL SENTENCE ANALYSIS 



E.1.42 
1.1 

2.1 



3.1 



4.1 



5. 1 



5.2 



5.3 



What did (you) think of that Prank? 

tSENINTERROG 
/SENS I M 

SLNSTM 



-+CL1ND 

/CLBAS 

CLBAS 



■fOl) 

/PRONINTERROG 



-^PRED 
/XVCOMP 



4S 

/PRONP 



,01 *VOC 
/PHPREP /NP 

iVhat did (you) think of that Frank? 



PHPREP 



^IPP 
/PRl; 



of 

XVCOMP 



-^AUX - 
/XVAUX 
did 

XVAUX 
"aTcT 

xyiv 

thinlT" 



& 



-fNUC 
/PRONDEM 
that 



NIJC 
/XV IV 
. . . think 
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The analysis of SASE and SAWE was done manually, and the 
data processing was done by computer. (See: D.Neufeld's report 
on Implementation and Data Processing of SASE and SAWE , 1974). 
The projects provide computerized data which among other practical 
applications, can be used for comparative and contrast ive study 
of spoken and written English at each of the five levels. The 
data of the projects consists of: (1) an ordering of syntactic 
structures from the simple to the complex for both major corpora; 
(2J an ordering of syntactic structures from the simple to the 
complex for all individual Sections of the corpora; (3) statis- 
tical information on frequency of occurrence and distribution of 
syntactic structures at all levels; and (4) an inventory of exanples 
of each structure systematically laid out. 

Based on the data of the major studies, further int'^r-corpus , 
intra-corpus and inter-section comparative studies could be made 
to obtain register information at all levels provided by the anal- 
ytical model. From level 1, the discourse level, we would expect 
to get such register information as whether a variety makes use 
of a particular type of sentence to the exclusion of others, 
for instance, whether it consists solely of 'declarative sentences' 
to the exclusion of 'imperatives' and ' interrogat ives ' ; or 
whether it has a high proportion of 'simple sentences', or shows 
a preference of 'complex sentences'. At level 2, the sentence 
level, we will be able to get comparative data on sentence 
typology and structure. There, we are concerned with the 'place- 
ment' or 'ordering' of the clause within a sentence. At Level 3, 

ERIC 



- 11 - 



the clause level, we will be able to get comparative data on 
clause typology and structure. At this level, we are looking 
for distinctiveness in a given variety, which involves how 
linguistic functions within a clause are realised formally, for 
instance, the proportion of nouns to verbs, the frequency of 
pronouns as opposed to noun phrases, etc. At Level 4, the phrase 
level, we will be able to get comparative data on phrase typology 
and structure for the varieties. For instance, it is easy to 
see the potential of 'noun phrases* for making register contrasts 
in terms of complexity, and the potential of 'verb phrases' for 
making contrasts in the distribution of tense forms. At Level 5, 
the expression level, our analysis will yield information 
on 'frozen expressions', such as nominal expressions, adverbial 
expressions, etc. as well as all verbs. 

The present project. Comparative Study of the Syntactic 
Ch aracteristics of I-ormal/ Inf ( rmal Discussion and Administrative 
Cor respondence , is based on the data of Sections A and B : Formal 
and Informal Boardroom Discussion of the Syntactic Analysis of 
Spoken English Corpus ; (see: Figure l)and Section A: Administra- 
tive Correspondence of the Syntactic Analysis of Written English 
Corpus . (See Figure 2) More specifically, it represents an 
attempt to compare the register-characteristics of Formal/ Infor- 
mal Discussion and Administrative Correspondence. 
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II AIMS 

In the English Program of the Language Bureau, one of 
the teaching targets is to enable French-speaking public servants 
to function in English at work. The students are expected to 
understand and write in the register of 'administrative 
correspondence'. High-ranking public servants are also 
expected to participate in formal and informal discussions 
at 'official' meetings. Thus, it is the aims of the present 
study to provide descriptive, comparative, quantitative and 
statistical information on the syntactic characteristics of 
these two registers of English so that suitable teaching 
materials can be designed to meet the specific requirements 
of our students in their context.^ 

It is also the aim of the present study to demonstrate 

the procedures involved in the register study: descriptive 

linguistic, comparative and statistical techniques were 
2 

used . 

NOTES 

\. See: Chiu, Rosaline K. Measuring Register Characteristic s, 
in IRAL, Vol. XI/1, 1973 pp. 51-68 

2. Compare: Leech, f.eoffrey N. English in Advertising . 

London: Longmans, 1966 

and Crystal, David and D. Davy. Investigating 
English Style, London: Longmans, 1969 
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III THE CORPUS 



As mentioned before, the present study is a comparative 
study based on two sets of analytical data : Sections A and 
B of the project Syntactic Analysis of Spoken English , rep- 
resenting the register of "formal and informal government 
boardroom discussion" and Section A of the project Syntactic 
' Analysis of Written English representing the register of 
"government administrative correspondence". 

1 . The nature and compilation of the Formal/Informal 
Discussion Corpus 
It was decided to tape-record samples of actual Government 
Boardroom Discussion. In order to identify and describe the 
register of "middle or upper-middle management echelon topic- 
oriented Boardroom discussic." as used by Canadian public servants, 
the criteria for the suitability of the language specimens were as 
follows : 

(i) The Field of Discourse should be non- 
technical topic-oriented discussion. 

Cii) The Mode of Discourse should be a structured 
discussion by several participants with an 
agenda . 

(iii) On the dimension of Manner of Discourse, the 
•social roles* of the participants should be 
their 'official roles' at the "middle or 
upper-middle management echelon" within the 
governmental hierarchy. The participants 
should be more than two in number. Their 
'social attitudes' should be as 'formal' as 
is 'appropriate' in the presence of a superior, 
since a senior officer would be present 
during the discussions . 1 

It was also planned that the samples collected according to 
^ the above criteria were to be compared and contrasted with samples 

m 28 
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recorded under similar conditions with the following minor changes 
and adjustments. 

(i) On the dimension of the Mode of Discourse, 
instead of a structured discussion, a more 
spontaneous discussion should be elicited. 
The rest of the agenda need not be adhered 
to, even though the topic of discussion 
should remain about second language training 
and learning in the public service of the 
Canadian context. As a result, a 'freer* 
and 'conversational' register was expected 
to emerge. 

(ii) On the dimension of Manner of Discourse, 
due to the absence of the senior officer 
from the situation, the "social role" of 
the participants would be adjusted to that 
of public servants of middle management 
level, functioning at a Boardroom Discussion 
among a group of peers. Accordingly, the 
'social attitudes' of the participants would 
be re-aligned to that of being 'consultative' 
and/or 'casual', as 'appropriate' in the com- 
pany of colleagues rather than being * formal'', 
as 'appropriate' m the presence of a superior. 

Besides the criteria mentioned above, it was specified that 
the participants wer^ to be Canadian public servants whose mother- 
tongue was Canadian English to ensure the collection of a corpus 
of present-day Canadian English in the register of "middle or 
upper-middle management echelon topic-oriented boardroom discussion". 

Samples of this register of English were to be elicited and 
recorded in several rigorously-controlled sessions.^ 

Three roles were involved in these Formal/Informal Discussion 
sessions : 

(i) the moderator, who was to be a member of the 
research team. 

(ii) the participants in the discussion, who were 
to be Canadian public servants of middle or 
upper-middle management. 

(iii) the VIP (for lack of a better designation), 
who was to be either senior in rank, or else 
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holding a position of authority vis-a-vis 
the participants, and he was to be deferred 
to by the 'moderator' . 

The participants were told that an analysis of spoken 
English was to be carried out for programme development purposes 
at the English Curriculum Division of the Language Bureau, and 
they were invited to contribute towards a corpus of genuine 
Canadian spoken English. At the beginning of the taping sessions, 
the participants would be taken to a boardioom with taping equip- 
ment where they met the moderator and the VIP. The participants 
were given an agenda, which read as follows: 

Ci) The effects of English language teaching on 
departmental personnel. 

(ii) The effects of French language teaching on 
departmental personnel. 

(iii) Consideration of teaching methods, 

(iv) The relevance and effectiveness of current 

methods in the context of the Canadian public 
service . 

At the beginning of the sessions, the moderator might ask 
the VIP to comment on the first item of the agenda, or, alternati- 
vely, the VIP would act merely as an observer, depending on the 
number of participants. The VIP was the one who set the degree 
of 'formality' along the 'formality scale' in the 'manner of 
discourse' of the participants. He was expected to set the 
•formal' level required by making serious and thoughtful comments 
on the first item of the agenda. Or, he might merely look on 
inscrutably while the discussion progressed. The piesence of 
the VIP, the agenda, the deference of the moderator to the VIP, 
and the 'polite' and 'professional' manner of the moderator toward 
the participants were expected to elicit the required register 
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from the native English-speaking participants, who would have both 
the intuition and experience to behave 'appropriately', linguisti- 
cally and otherwise, in such a situation. 

After approximately 30 minutes, the discussion would be inter- 
rupted and the VIP would leave with a valid excuse. It was designed 
that at this juncture, efforts would be made on the part of the 
moderator to 'deformalize' the situation, ie , to reduce the degree 
of 'formality' in the situation. The moderator would remove his 
jacket and loosen his tie. Coffee would be served, and during coffee 
the moderator would chat with the participants in a 'friendly' and 
'relaxed' manner. After ten minutes or so, the discussion would 
be resumed and led by the moderator. (The VIP would be absent 
throughout the second half of the session) . The moderator would 
have frequent eye-coi tacts with the participants while soliciting 
their opinions. Me would smile and need not adhere as closely to 
the agenda as before, even though the topic of the discussion should 
still be oriented to second language teaching and learning. If 
enough rapport was already established during the coffee break, the 
moderator could address the participants by their first names. A 
less 'formal' manner of discourse would result. 

If Joos ' 5-point scale of 'formality': Frozen--Formal-- 
Consultative--Casual--Intimate is taken as an index, -^the first half 
of the discussion was designed to r'^flect spoken English at the 
point of being 'formal', possibly shading into that of being 
'consultative', while the second half of the discussion was designed 
to reflect spoken English at the point of being 'consultative', 
possibly shading into that of being 'casual'. 

31 
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About five hours each of Formal Discussion and Informal 
Discussion was taped, the former being Section A of the 
Syntactic Analysis of Spoken English Corpus and the latter. 
Section B of the same corpus. The combined data from both 
Section A and B represent the 'Spoken' data of the present 
proj ect . 

No. of Sentences No . of Samples 
Section A = Formal Discussion 507 5 

Section B = Informal Discussion 759 6 



1.266 11 



Sections A&B = Formal/Informal 

Di 3 cuss ion 



2. The nature and the compilation of the Administrative 
Correspondence Corpus 
A letter from the Directorate of the Pedagogical Services 
and Research of the Language Bureau was sent to the Advisors on 
Bilingualism of 30 randomly selected Government Departments request- 
ing the supply of about 100 pieces of everyday correspondence in 
the files of the departments with the following specifications: 

(i) The correspondence supplied must not be dated 
further back than 1968 to ensure synchronici ty . 

(ii) The correspondence should be either intra" 

departmental , interdepartmenatal or from government 
departments to outside concerns. This is to ensure 
that the corpus collected could be regarded as a 
register of Standard Canadian English. 

(iii) The pieces of correspondence supplied should 
be a more or less random sampling of letters 
and memoranda reflecting various everyday 
administrative activities, which generally 
range over the categories of: 

- Authorizing and directing correspondence 

- Informing and reporting correspondence 
o 32 - Requesting correspondence 

EHJC - Sending, forwarding or covering correspondence 
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As the result of the request, about 1,400 documents were 
received from fifteen gove/nment departments (See Appendix 1 
for a listing of these departments.) About 20 samples of 50 
sentences each were chosen by the process of random selection 
outlined in Appendix 2 out of a common pool of 1,372 documents. 
Each of the samples was composed of as many documents as nec- 
essaiy to make up the required 50 sei,tences. 117 documents were 
used in the 20 samples. 

With one exception, only complete documents were used. This 
was possible because the documents varied considerably in length 
but were relatively short. When a given sample was being put 
together, documents were taken according to random choice until 
a document caused the sample to exceed the 50 sentence limit. 
For example - if the first six documents chosen totalled 47 
sentences and the seventh had 10 sentences, then document ^7 was 
put aside, and the other randomly chosen documents were looked at, 
in turn until a three-sentence document was found. This then 
became the last document in that sample. Those documents which 
had been passed over became part of the next sample, and the 
process continued. 

The 157 documents thus sampled make up Section A of the 
Syntactic Analysis of Written English corpus, the analytical data 
of whicli represents the 'written' data of tlie present project. 

No. of Sentence No. of Samples 
Section A -Administrat ive Correspondence 1 ,000 20 
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NOTES 

1. For definitions of Field of Discourse, Mode of Discourse, 
and Manner of Discourse see: Chiu, Rosaline K. Measuring 
Register Characteristics , in IRAL Vol. Xl/1, 1973 pp. 51-68 

2. The design of the taping sessions was formulated by George 
Terroux, now of McGill University. The typings took place 
in the summer of 1970. 

3. Joos, Martin. The Five Clocks . Bloomington, 1962, 
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IV NOTES ON THE ANALYTICAL MODEL 

1. What is a Tagmeme? 

Within the tagmemic model of analysis, the tagmeme is the most basic unit* 
Each tagmeme is seen and described as being composed of a function slot combined 
with a form filling that slot. The function slot defines the role of the form 
filler in relation to the other units in the construction. Thus, the function 
slot labelled SUBJECT would define the role of its filler In relation to the 
PREDICATE or OBJECT slots. The forms of a particular tagmeme belong to a 
class which may fill the particular function slot or, in other words, which 
may perform the role defined by that slot. Thus, the subject slot may be 
filled by pronouns, proper nouns, nominal expressions, noun phrases, clauses, 
etc., all of which may function as a SUBJECT within a construction. 

LX, 1. SAWE'A 1 .kk we h a v e no further information 

^S +PRED fOD 
/PRONP /XVI /PHN 

EX. 1 is a clause construction containing a subject slot, filled by a proper 
pronoun, a predicate slot filled by a verb, and a direct object slot filled by 
a noun phrase. (For more infoimation on these labels see APPENDIX 3, Fun. on 
Labels and APPEM)IX A, Form Lab<?ls.) 

Within each level of analysis (i.e. sentence, clause, phrase, etc.), 
certain tagmemes are designated es nuclear tagmemes. According to Cook: 
"a nuclear tagmeme is a tagmeme that is diagnostic of the construction in which 
it occurs,"^ In our analysis, the criteria for nuclear tagmemes is slightly 
different for each type of construction, or for each level of analysis* 
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This will be explained more thoroughly in the following section on the format 
of the manual analysis. 

2» Format o f t h e Manual Analysis 

One of the most important stages in the tagmemlcs project was the manual 
analysis of the sentences comprising the corpus in order to prepare them for 
computer processing. Therefore, an understanding of certain procedural aspects 
as well as definitions of the basic components is necessary to fully understand 
the data provided in the computer printout. These will be outlined in this 
section. 

The tagmemic model provides a multi^level analysis. In our analysis » 
there are 5 levels: 1) discourse 2) sentence 3) clause 4) phrase 
5) expression. At each level there occurs in general a mapping of the next 
lower level constructions Into those at the higher level. For example, the 
discourse is analyzed into sentences; a sentence is analyzed into clauses* 
etc. Thus, in the manual analysis of the corpus, the procedure was to system- 
atically analyze the constructions at each level into their const Ituents^ 
usually at lower levels. 

In our analysis, the discourse was analyzed into sentences, and each 
sentence was given an identification number according to its order of occurrence 
within a particular sample of a particular section of the discourse. For 
example, for sentence identification within SAWE-A, the section is represented 
by the block letter "A", the samples are numbered from 1 to 20 and the 
sentences within each sample run from 1 to 50. 

3t) 
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EX. 1 



DISCOURSE 
(CORPUS)- 

SECTION . 
SAMPLE 



SAWE 



A 



1 
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SENTENCE NO. 



The manual analysis then Involved analysing each senterce at the five 
different levels. At level one, the tagmemes describe the sentences within 
the discourse according to function (I.e. declarative, Interrogative, etc.) 
and form (I.e. simple, complex, etc.). At level 2, sentence lorms are 
described according to their clause constituents. Level 3 describes the various 
clauses according to their constituents, and so on. At each level, the 
constituents are commonly tagmemes with fillers (or forms) which are con- 
structions of the next lowest level. However, this Is not always so. In some 
cases, levels may be skipped. For example, terminal elements may be fillers 
for constituents at any level lower than the sentence level. A terminal 
element filling the SUBJECT slot of a clause construction is an example of this 
"level skipping**. 



EX. 2 SAWE-A 7>A4 we have no further objection 

fS 

/PRONP 

The construction in EX. 2. is a clause with a terminal element (proper pronoun) 
filling the subject slot. 

Also, in some cases, the constituents of a construction may be filled by 
forms of the same level as that construction. This is called '^layering" and 
an example would be a phrase filling, say^ a modifier slot or a nuclear slot of 
a construction which is itself a phra^.^ 
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EX. 3« SASE-A 5.52 the approach of teaching 

The construction in EX. 3 Is a noun phrase. The underlined part Is a pre- 
positional phrase filling a modification slot within the noun phrase. 

Another thing which may occur is a higher level construction as a filler 
in a construction at a lower level. This is called "back-looping" and occurs » 
for example, when a clause is a filler for a slot within a phrase. 

EX. h SAWE-A 17.26 for taking the time to write 

The construction in EX. 4 is a prepositional phrase. The underlined part is a 
participial clause occurring within that phrase. 

Thus, the manual analysis proceeds from level 1 through level 5 for each 
sentence, breaking down each construction Into its function-form constituents. 
The following is an example of the manual analysis showing the format uSftd and 
exemplifying the concepts described above. (See Appendices 3 and 4 for 
explanations of the labels used) . 



EX. 5 

SASE-A 2,93. Well, I think It depends an awful lot on what office you're in. 

1.1 4SENAMS 
/SENSIM 

2.1 SENSIM 

+ELTRANS -fCLIND 
/ADVTRANS /CLBAS 

Well, I think it depends an awful lot on what office you're In. 

3.1 CLBAS 

fS 4PRED *0D 

/PRONP /XVI /CLBASWH 

I think it depends an awful lot on what office you're in. 

38 
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3.2 CLBASWH 

♦S ♦PRED •♦■CVDEG 401 

/PRONP /XVII /ADVDEG /PHPREP 

it depends an awful lot on what office you're in 

^•1 PHPREP 

4lPP tNUC 
/PREP /PHN 

on what office you're in 

4.2 PHN 

+QUAL *NUC +-QUAL 
/ADJIND /N /CLBASWH 

what office you're In 

3.3 CXBASWH 

+S ♦PRED ■♦CVLOC 

/PRONP /XVI T I /ADVLOC 

you're In 

5.1 XVI 1 
think 

5.2 XVII I 
depends 

5.3 XADVDE G 3 
an awful lot 

5.4 XVIII 1 
•re 

In EX. 5, the numbering system (i.e., 1.1, 2.1, etc.) refers to the level 
and the actual order of occurrence of the construction in relation to other 
constructions of the same lev^l in the sentence. That is, 3.1 would refer to 
the first level 3 construction in the text (i.e. the first clause in the sentence). 

ERIC 
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Level 1 in this example (i.e. 1.1) tells us that the sentence functions 
within the discourse ad an answer (4SENANS)» and that it is a siraole sentence 
in form as opposed to compound or complex etc. At level 2 (2.1), this simple 
sentence is analyzed into Its two constituents, an element of transition 
(•♦ELTRANS) filled by an adverb of transition (/aDVTRANS) . and an independent 
clause (-iCLIND) filled by a basic clause (/CLBAS) . This clause is the first 
level 3 construction (3.1) and is broken down at level 3 into its constituents. 
The first constituent of this clause is a subject slot (4S) filled by a proper 
pronoun (/PRONP). This is an example of level-skipping, since the proper pro- 
noun Is a terminal element occurring in a constituent at the clause level. 
The second constituent Is a predicate (-frPRED) filled by a verb. (/XVI: 
Expression Verbal No. 1). There are five categories of lexical verbs, labelled 
XVI through XW, and these will be explained later in a discussion of the 
components at each of the five levels of analysis. All verbs are treated as 
"expressions" (as we have decided to store as much analytical information on the 
verb system as possible) and thus they are handled once again at level 5, the 
expression level. The third constituent of the clause 3.1 is a direct object 
(40D) with a clause form as a filler (/CLBASWH: Clause Basic WH) . This is an 
example of layering, where a level 3 construction (I.e. a clause) occurs as a 
constituent at level 3. Since this clause constituent is the second clause^ or 
level 3 construction, occurring in the text^ it is then analyzed at 3.2 into its 
constituents. One of these constituents is a verbal complement of degree 
(♦CVDEG) filled by an adverbial expression (/XADVDEG). This Is handled further 
at the expression level (level 5). This second clause also contains an indirect objec 
slot (-fOI) filled by a preposlti'^nal phrase (/PHPREP) . Since this is the first 
phrase, or, level U construction, to occur, it is labelled 4.1 and analysed 
there into its constituents. Once again there is an example here of layering, 

40 
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since another level A construction (a noun phrase, /PHN) fills the nuclear slot 
(+NUC) of this prepositional phrase. The noun phrase is therefore labelled A. 2 
and is analyzed. At A, 2 we see that the qualifier slot (-^QUAL) is filled by a 
clause (/CLBASWH). This is an example of back-looping, since the clause is a 
level 3 construction occurring as a constituent of a level A, a lower level, 
construction. This clause is then labelled as a level 3 construction (3.3) and 
is analysed accordingly. At level 5 all the verbs and other types of expressions 
are listed sequentially according to their order of occurrence (i.e. 5.1, 5.2, 
5.3, etc.) and a numerical value Is assigned to them according to the number of 
units (words) involved. For example, the Adverbial Expression of Degree 
(XADVDEG) has 3 words, hence, XADVDEG 3. 

This format of the manual analysis - the careful numbering of levels, 
ordering, etc. was all very Important in order to prepare the data for computer 
processing. The procedure involved also has implications for obtaining the data 
in the computer printout. For example, we see that all clauses listed together 
at level 3 in the printout are not necessarily constituents at level 2. They 
may be from level 3 or level A environments as well. This is an Important 
consideration for the retrieval of Information from the printout, as well as 
for the interpretation of the data. 

3. Components at Each of the 5 Levels 

At each of the 5 levels of analysis, the components are different, hence, 
those tagmemes considered to be "nuclear" at each level are different. 

At level 1, the concept of nuclear and non-nuclear does not apply. 
Here the sentence is merely labelled according to its function within the 
discourse and the form it takes. Some sentence functions are: 
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interrogative (♦SENINTERROG) , declarative (■♦SENDECL) , etc. For an exhaustive 
list of sentence functions that occur see Appendix 3, Function Labels. 
A sentence form may be simple, complex, compound-complex, compound or complex 
elliptical. These are defined at level 2 in the chapter on int^i j,retation. 

At level 2, sentences are analyzed into next lower-level tagmemes. The 
major function slots here are clauses (t-CL) , elements of transition (fELTRANS) , 
correlators (-fCORR) and occasionally verbal complements (+CV) . At this level 
the only tagmeme considered as 'nuclear* is the nuclear clause (+CLNUC) 
occurring only within complex sentences or compound-complex sentences. Thus, 
the criterion here for a tagmeme to be considered 'nuclear* is that another tagmeme 
be dependent upon it. (For descriptive definitions of level 2 tagmemes in 
SASE-A4B and SAWE-A, see Appendices 5 and 6) 

At level 3, the major function slots of clauses are subjects, (+S), 
objects (+0), predicate (+PRED), verbal complements (-rCV), agents C+AGENT), 
complementizers (-rCOMFL)^ subordinators (+SUB), specifiers (+SPEC) , predicative 
adjectives (4PREDADJ) , and predicative nominatives (4PREDN0M) . Of these, subject 
(♦S), predicate (fPRED) , direct object (fOD) , indirect object (-^01), agent 
(♦AGENT), predicative adjective (rPREDADJ) , and predicative nominative (+PREDNOM) 
are all considered to be 'nuclear'. Thus, following Cook's definition, nuclear 
tagmemes at the clause level, are those tagmemes which are "diagnoetic" of the 
clause structure. (For descriptive definitions of level 3 tagmemes in SAWE-A 
and SASE-A&B, see Appendices 5 and 6.) 

At level 4, phrases are analyzed into their tagmemic constituents. The 
constituents of each type of phrase are somewhat different. However, for all 
head-modifier type constructions, such as noun phrases, adjective phrases, 

42 



BEST copy AYiyiABlE 



- 30 - 



.-j'lv rb i .-J 1 |,hr.is(-s, pronoun phrases and sone verb phrases, the 'nuclear' 
»ompont.nt (t'iUC) is the- hund . The modifier caiiponents are usually modifiers 
of the nucleus (♦MODMUC) or specifiers of the nucleus (-fSPECNijC) . In the 
case of noun phrases, however, modifiers of the nucleus (■^MODNUC) are divided 
Into two distinct categories; quantifiers (-vQUANT) and qualifiers (•••QUAL) . 
Some other major constituents at this level are deictics (+DEIC) , elements of 
specification (+ELSPEC) , reinforcers (-^REINF) , and appositions (t-APP) . 

In the case of verb phrases, there are only two possible major constituents 
other than the nucleus (fNUC) . These are a semi-£.uxlliary (+SAUX) or a 
subject (-fS) and the two are mutually exclusive. (For a more detailed 
discussion of vero phrases see the level 4 section of Chapter VXI: 
Interpretation) 

In the case of a prepositional phrase (+PHPREP) , a relator-axis construction 
there are only two components: 1) the slot for an introducer to a prepositional 
phrase (4lPP) , which may be filled by a preposition (/PREP), or a prepositional 
expression (/XPREP)^ such as "to", "for"» "in", "before", "according to", etc. 
2) the remaining component of the phrase » be it a clause, another phrase, or a 
terminal element^is designated as the nucleus. (-t-NUC) ♦ 

As mentioned before, level 5 lists all verbs. Including lexical Verb forms, 
conplex verbal expressions (/XVCOMP, /XVAUXCOMP, /XVSAUXCOMP) , as well as listing 
modals (/XVMODE) , auxiliaries (/XVAUX) and semi-auxiliaries (/XVSAUX). 
Complex verbal expressions are broken down into their tagmemic constituents 
here in the same way as are tagmemes at the other levels. In these constructions 
the nuclear component is that which is "diagnostic" of the construction as a 
whole. That is, the lexical verb is the nucleus in a complex verb (XVCOMP); 
the main auxiliary is the nucleus In a complex auxiliary (XVAUXCOMP) and the 
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semi-auxiliary Is the nucleus in a complex semi-auxiliary (XVSAUXCOMP) . 
EX. 1 

1. XVCOMP: SASE-A 2.37 do feel 

-i-AUX -rNUC 
/XVAUX /XVI 

2. XVAUXCOMP: SASE-B 2.58 has been 

4AUX +NUC 
/XVAUX /XVAUX 

3. XVSAUXCOMP: SASE-A 5.49 would have 

+MODAL +NUC 
/XVMODE /XVSAUX 

The other component of such complex verbal expressions may be an auxiliary 
(-^AUX) or a modal (+MODAL). 

Other verbal expressions whether they consist of one word or more than one 
word are simply listed at level 5 in the manual analysis in order that they may 
be compiled by the computer. Other than auxiliaries and semi-auxiliaries, 
this includes the five categories of lexical verbs. These are: 

(i) /XVI - Transitive, direct: with direct object e.g. The boy hit 
the ball. 

(ii) /XVII - Transitive, indirect: with Indirect object e.g. 
I thought about it. 

(iii) /XVIII - Intransitive: without any object 

e.g. She went to town yesterday. 
The village is in the alps, 

(iv) /XVIV - Ditransitive: with both direct and indirect objects 

e.g. He gave her the ball. 
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(v) /XVV - Copulative: with predicate adjective or predicate nominative, 

e.g. He is good. 

John is the president of the club. 

Also occurring at level 5 are other types of "fixed" expressions. These 

include idiotnatic expressions such as» "year-round", "a few", etc., as well as 

addresses, dates, and names of people and places. 

The term "terminal element" has already been mentioned a number of times 
and will now be defined. A terminal element is any form in a functicn-form 
unit which cannot be furth; r ai^alyzed according to the analytical model adopted. 
This, then, Includes words as well as expressions (except for complex verbal 
expressions) as described above. Sometimes however, for the purpose of 
Information retrieval it is necessary to distinguish between one-word terminal 
elements and expressions which are also terminal forms. 

Elliptical elem e n ts are another feature of the analytical model. These 
occur in constructions where a certain portion or constituent is not overtly 
expressed, but is taken as understood. Thus, the function-slot is there but 
it is not correlated with a form-filler. 



EX. 2 SASE-B 3.115 

This is a problem deeply rooted in history of course, because the French 
in Europe have colonized the world on this principle, the cultural aspect 
first, the economic second. 

In EX. 2, the underlined part is a noun phrase having an elliptical nucleus 
(4NUC) , since It is understood that "economic" is a modifier of a head. Thus 
the construction has a nuclear function slot (♦NUC) but this slot does not 
have a form. 
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Another type of elliptical element is the elliptical clause. This is the 
case where a clause does not contain a predicate, yet the predicate is under- 
stood. This type of clause is labelled ELL, meaning elliptical, but the 
predicate slot is not filled by any form when it is analysed into its 
constituents. 
EX. 3 SAWE-A 4.9 

if necessary 

The above example is a typical elliptical clause. We understand this to 
mean "if it is necessary". However, the predicate as well as the subject is 
not overtly expressed. 

Another concept to be explained in this section is that of discontinuities > 
A discontinuity occurs where a construction Is interupted by some element, 
called "the bracketted element", which is not a constituent of that construction. 
The i.tost: common type of discontinuity is where a negator interrupts the two 
constituents of an XVCOMP or complex verbal expression. 

EX. 4 SASE-A 1.96 

Well, I wo(n't) say the only one . 
Here, the predicate of the underlined clause is filled by an /XVCOMP consisting 
of a modal form "wc" and a nucleus "spy". The negator is another constituent 
of the clause which interrupts the discontinuous predicate. 

Discontinuous elements may occur at any level, however. In the manual 
analysis, square brackets are placed around the element that is inter- 
rupting, thus the term "bracketted" element. An ampersand marks the place in 
the lower level construction where the bracketted element actually occurs in 
the sequence of words. The following is the manual analysis of a sentence 
containing a different type of discontinuous element. 
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EX. 5 SASE-A 1.56 Perhaps Andy (has coiranents on that) having gone to level 

three. 



1.1 4SENDECL 
/SENSIM 



2.1 SENSIM 

t-CLIND 
/CLBAS 



3.1 CLBAS 



+CVOPIN +S 
/ADVOPIN /PHN 



[+FRED +0D 1 
/XVI /PHN J 



Perhaps Andy has commerts on that» having gone to level three. 

4.1 PHN 

+NUC A +QUAL 

/NP ^ /CLBAS PART 

Andy ... having gone to level three. 

3.2 CLBAS PART 

+PRED -fCVSIT 
/XVCOMP /PHPREP 

having gone to level three. 
4.2 PHN 



-rNUC -tQUAL 
/N /PHPREP 

comments on that 



4 . 3 PHPREP 



-frIPP 4-NUC 
/PREP /PRONDEM 



on that 
4,4 PHPREP 



tIPP ■♦NUC 
/PREP /XN 

to level three, 
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5.1 XVI 1 
has 

5.2 XVCOMP 

♦AUX +NUC 
/XVAUX /XVIII 

having gone 

5.3 XVAUX 1 
having 

5.4 XVIII I 
gone 

5.5 XN 2 

level three. 

In the above example, the discontinuity occurs in the clause construction at 
level 3.1. The noun phrase (/PHN) filling the subject slot (4S) , is dis- 
continuous, since two other constituents at the same level, the predicate 
(•fPRED) and the direct object (+0D) come between the nucleus (+NUC) and the 
qualifier (•♦-QUAL) . Thus, the predicate (♦PRED) and the direct object (-t-OD) 
are the bracket ted element. At level 4.1 when the discontinuous noun phrase 
is analyzed an ampersand (< ) interrupts the nucleus (+NUC) and the qualifier (4QUAL) 
signalling that the bracketted element occurs in that position in the actual 
text. 



NOTES 

1. Cook; Walter A., S.J. Introduction to Tagmemlc Analysis, New York: Holt, 
Rinehart and Winston; Inc., 1969, r 18 
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V. FORMAT OF THE COMPUTER PRINTOUT (phase III) 

The Phase III printout represents the computerized data of the manual 
analysis. The printout lists groups of constructions at each level of the 
analysis along with their sentence identification number, according to a 
fixed order. Page 1, in both the SAWE-A and SASE-A&B printouts presents 
level 1 analytical data. Here, under each sentence function, is listed the 
class of forms filling that function^ along with their frequency of 
occurrence. 

Level 2 data begins on pages 4 and 5 in SAWE-A and SASE-A&B respectively. 
Here, under the heading of each different sentence form, all occurring 
structures are listed along with their frequency of occurrence. Under each 
rtructure, all the actual linguistic manifestations are listed according to a 
set of criteria, (for detail, see below) and to the numerical sequence of the 
sentence identification numbers. 

There are t^-^o level 3 listings in the printout. The first one, starting 
on page 70 SAWE-A and page 62 in SASE-A&B, lists the various clause 
constructions, grouped according to the cliuse form. Similar to level 2, 
each structure is listed along with its frequency of occurrence and under each 
structure type the actual linguistic manifestations are listed. 

The second level 3 listing begins on page 331 in SAWE-A and page 305 in 
SASE-A4B. Here the clause 3tructures are listed without being grouped 
according to the clause form they comprise. Other than this, they follow the 
same general criteria for sequencing as does the first listing. (See below fo 
details of sequencing). 
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At level 4, starting In SAWE-A on page 521 and In SASE-A&B on page482 
the various phrase constructions are grouped under the headings of the phrase 
forms. Once again, the frequency of occurrence is listed along with each 
structure and under each structure, the actual linguistic manifestations are 
listed. 

Level 5 data starting on page 777 in SAWE-A and page 630 In SASE-A&B, 
Is different in nature and presentation. Here, all '^expressions", including 
verbal expressions, are listed in alphabetical order, except for the complex 
verbal expressions (i.e. XVCOMP, XVAUXCOMP, XVSAUXCOMP) which come at the end. 
Under each different expression type, the actual linguistic manifestations 
are listed along with their frequency of occurrence. If the frequency of a 
particular type is 10 or less, sentence identification numbers are listed for 
reference purposes. 

For the complex verbal expressions, the structures (i.e. the strings of 
constituents) are listed along with their frequency of occurrence. The actual 
linguistic manifestations are listed under each construction type and those 
occurring only 10 times or less are provided with sentence identification 
numbers . 



1. Notes on Sequencing 

The sequencing of structures within each type of construction follows 
somewhat different criteria for each level. The following is a sch^matlc 
representation of the format. The second part describing the "Criteria for 
Sequencing of Function Groups" is actually an Integral part of the whole and 
fits in where it is indicated in the more general "Criteria for Sequencing of 
Structures in the Phase III Printout". For more detailed information regarding 
terminology used, see the full document on sequencing. Appendix 7. 
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F igure 1 

CRITERIA FOR 
SEQUENCINfl OF STRUCTURLS IN PHASE III PRINTOUT 

DISCOURSE LEVEL 

1. FUNCTION: alph&betic sequence 

2. FORM: predetermined sequence. 

SENTENCE LEVEL ) 

) Sequencing is the same except for 
CLAUSE LEVEL ) 

) FUNCTION GROUPS 
PHRASE LEVEL ) 

1. TITLE: Level 2 - Sentence forms in predefined sequence 
Level 3 - clause forms In alphabetic sequence 
Level 4 - phrase forms in alphabetic sequence 

2. FUNCTION: *see "Criteria for Sequencing of Function groups" (Figure 2) 

3. DEPTH: ascending maximum relative depth 

4. FORM: alphabetic order of entire string 

5. DISCONTINUITY: count 

6. VALUE OF BRACKETTED ELEMENT *see "Variables Associated with Complexity" 

(Appendix 8) 

7. REFERENCE: numerical order of sentence Identification numbers. 
EXPRESSION LEVEL 

NOTE: Level 5 is primarily a listing by form of all verbs, and expressions 
consisting of more than one word (e.g. XVI, XPREP, XN, XCONJCOORD) . 
Only XVCOMP, XVAUXCOMP and XVSAUXCOMP can be sequenced by FORM and 
FUNCTION since they are the only uagmemes at this level. 
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1. TITLE: expression forms In alphabetic sequence except XVCOMP, 

XVAUXCOMP and XVSAUXCOMP, which are last. 

2. FUNCTION: XVCOMP, XVAUXCOMP, XVSAUXCOMP only - 

alphabetic order of entire string. 

3. FORM: XVCOMP, XVAUXCOMP, XVSAUXCOMP only - 

alphabetic order of entire string. 

4. TEXT: alphabetic order 

Sentence identification numbers are included where the 
number of occurrences is 10 or less. 
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CRITERIA FOR 



SEQUFNCING OF FUNCTION GROUPS 



1. DISCOURSE LEVEL 



Predefined sequence: SENSIM 

SENCOMPOUND 
SENCOMPLEX 
SENCOMPLEXELL 
SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 
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SENTENCE LEVEL 

1. Number of NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

2. Number of NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES beginning with CL 

3. Alphabetic order of STRINGS of NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES beginning with CL 
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U. NumbLT of OTHER NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

5. Alphabetic order of STRING of OTHER NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

6. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING. 

3. CLAUSE LEVEL 

1. Number of NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

-c. Alphabetic order of ALPHABETIC ARRANGEMENT OF NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

3. Number of ORDER DEVIATION , of NUCLEAR TAGMEMES *See '•Terminology 

Associated with Sequencing of Structures" (Appendix 7) 

A. Alphabetic order of STRINGS of NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

5. Number of NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

6. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING 

4. PHRASE LEVEL 

1. Number of NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

2. Number of NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

3. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING 

5. EXPRESSION LEVEL 

1. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING (XVCOMP, XVAUXCOMP , 
XVSAUXCOMP only) . 
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2. Notes on Complexity 

In Figure 1, entitled "Criteria for Sequencing of the Phase III Printout", 
we see that three of the criteria for sequencing at the sentence, clause, and 
phrase levels are: Depth (3), Discontinuity (5) and value of the Bracketted 
Element (6). These are the three variables which our analysis associates with 
the "complexity" of constructions. We may also note from Figure 2, "Criteria 
for Sequencing of Function Groups", that at levels 2, 3, and 4 structures 
are also sequenced according to the number of nuclear tagmemes as well as the 
number of non-nuclear tagmemes they contain. That is, structures having 
fewer constituents appear before longer constructions in the printout. Thus, 
complexity as such is represented in the sequencing of the Phase III printout, 
and within each structure type of a particular construction at a particular 
level and having a particular number of constituents, a gradation of complexity 
from lowest to highest can be found. An index of complexity may be found in the 
phase III computer printout in the left-hand margin. Each sentence is assigned a 
three part complexity value on the basis of the three variables mentioned above. 

For fuller Information as to terminology, the index of complexity, as well 
as what these complexity variables entail, see Appendix 8, a document on 
Complexity. 

3. Information Retrieval 

One of the major ;^:7poses for this analysis and the one to which the Phase 
III printout lends Itself is comparison. Comparative studies may be inter- 
corpus* as is the case with this SAWE-A/SASE-A&B compai Ison where written and 
spoken versions of the English language are being compared • On the other hand, 
they may be inli'a-corpus comparisons studying the various types of constructions 
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within a single corpus. For example^ one may wish to compare differer.t types 
of phrase forms as to their environments etc,, within a particular corpus. 

Within the Phase III printout, which we may call our "primary data", there 
are a number of ways to retrieve information. For one, since the printout keeps 
the five levels separate we may find information about constructions at each 
level, using only the portion of the printout dealing with that level • For 
example, to retrieve information about sentence structures we look at level 2, 
clause structures appear at level 3, etc. Within this mode of information 
retrieval, we may find general information about the structural components of 
the various constructions. 

Another way to retrieve Information from the printout is across levels. 
In this way we may learn about the environments of the various constructions 
at each level. For example, we may discover which function slots are commonly 
filled by participial clauses over levels 1, 2, and 3. 

Essentially there are three basic types of information to be found in 
the Phase III printout. These are analytical information, quantitative 
Information, and illustrations. Analytical information refers to the structural 
components of the various constructions at each level. Quantitative Information 
is important for any type of statistical comparison. Frequencies are listed 
throughout the printout for each construction and for each different type of 
structure within each construction. Illustrative information refers to the 
actual linguistic manifestations of the constructions listed for each structure 
along with the identification numbers of the sentences In which they occur. 
This is helpful in defining constructions and makes typical examples readily 
available. 
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Basically the method for retrieving information depends on the type of 
information to be retrieved. With creative thinking and a general knowledge 
of the printout much is readily available. 
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IV STATISTICAL COMPARISON of SAWE A and SASE A & B 

1. OBJECTIVES 

Statistical tests of significance were needed for two purposes. First, we 
wanted to determine whether the two sub-varieties of spoken English represented 
by corpus SASE A (Formal Discussion) and corpus SASE B (Informal Discussion) 
were actually so similar that they could be considered as one corpus. If this 
proved to be true, we wanted to compare the pooled data of SASE A and B with 
that of SAWE A, the corpus representing Administrative Writing, to see if they 
differed significantly and could thus be considered as different varieties 
of English. 

1. CHOICE OF STATISTICAL MEASURE 

Three authorities were consulted concerning the appropriate statistical 
measure for these purposes* Because our data comes from natural language, 
whose distribution does not follow a normal bell-shaped curve, a nonparametric 
or distribution-free statistic was required. All *:he authorities consulted, 
Frank Kinrade (Head, Testing Division of English Programmes), Abe Finkelstein 
(Personnel Psychology Centre, Staffing Branch) and Dr. Gerald Neufeld 
(Department of Linguistics and Modern Languages, University of Ottawa), agreed 
that Chi Square was the most powerful test of significance appropriate to 
this data. 
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3- HOMOGENEITY OF SASE A and SASE B 

To test whether SASE A (Formal Dl scusslon) and SASE B (Inforrndl Discussion) 
could be treated as one overall spoken corpus, Chi Square tests were run on the 
data for a number of key points of comparison* The results on each test are 
outlined below. In each case a Chi Square figure was obtained for the overall 
set of results and for the individual pairs which make up that total. 

3.1 Sentence Functions; The overall Chi Square proved to be non-- 
significant. All of the individual pairs of labels were also 
non-significant except for SENINTERROG, which was used 
significantly more (at the .05 level) in SASE A, Formal Discussion. 
The usage of interrogative sentences may well be a minor stylistic 
variation between more formal and less formal discussion and as 
such bears investigation. However, we feel that for the present 
purpose this can be safely disregarded and the overall non- 
significfcint Chi Square figure taken to Indicate that from the 
sentence function point of view, SASE A and SASE B data can be 
considered one corpus. 
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FIGURE 1 TEST 

SENTENCE FUNCTIONS: SASE / vs BASE B 

A B 

1. SENDECL 415 660 0.5406 NS 

2. SENDECLINC 2? 37 0.3«:)3 NS 

3. SENIMPER 1 5 1.3655 NS 

4. SENIMPERINC 1 0 1.4923 NS 

5. SENINTERJEC 21 24 .7800 NS 

6. SENINTERROG 38 31 6.0741 NS 

7. SENINTERROGINC 3 2 0.8209 NS 



TOTAL: d.f. r 6 

cut-off at .05 - 12.59 

PAIRS: d.f. - 1 

cut-off at .05 •= 3.84 * 
.01 = 6.64 ** 
.001 r 10.83 *** 



TOTAL 508 759 12.3429 NS 
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3.2 Sentence Forms: Both the overall Chi Square and Individual pairs 
were non-significant at the .05 level of significance. See 
Figure ?• Thus, from the sentence form point of view, SASE A and 
B data can be considered part of the same corpus. 

3.3 Clause Forms: Both the overall Chi Square and the individual 
pairs of clause types by groups (CLBAS group, CLEQUAT group, etc.) 
were non-significant at the .05 level of significance. See 
Figure 3. Thus, from the general point of view of clause groups, 
SASE A and B data can be considered part of the same corpus. 
(Clauses can be investigated from many other points of view, but 
this feivos an overall picture.) 

3. A Phrase Forms: The overall Chi Square proved to be significant at 
the .01 level of significance. The Chi Square test on the pairs 
showed that the significant difference was accounted for by the 
PHV group, which was used disproportionately frequently in SASE B, 
Informal Discussion (significant at the .001 level). See Figure 4. 
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FIGURE 2 



TEST 



SENTENCE FORMS: SASE A vs SASE B 



1. SENSIM 

2 . SENCOMPOUND 

3. SENCOMPLEX 

4 . SENCOMPLEXELL 

5. SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 

TOTAL X^ 



A 

426 
17 
59 
5 
1 

508 



B 

629 
31 
88 
11 
2 

761 



0,029 NS 

0.408 NS 

0.008 NS 

0.000 NS 

0.054 NS 

1.041 NS 



TOTAL: d.f. = 4 



cut-off at .05 =: 9.49 * 



PAIRS: d.f. ■= 1 



cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 



.01 = 6.64 ** 



,001 - 10.83 *** 
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FIGURE 3 



X TEST 



CLAUSE TYPES BY GROUPS: SASE A vs SASE B 



1. CLBAS GROUP 

2 . CLCOMPLEX - 
CLCOMPLEXELL 

CLCOMPOUND 

CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 

3. CLELL GROUP 
A. CLEQUAT GROUP 

5. CLIMPERS GROUP 

6 . CLMONO 

7. CLPASS GROUP 

TOTAL = X^ 



TOTAL: d.f. ^ 6 



A 

833 

31^ 
2 I 36 
3 

.7 

181 

53 
28 
AA 



1,219 



PAIRS : 



cut-off at .05 - 12.59 * 



d.f. - 1 



cut-off at .05 1 3.8A * 



,01 r 6.64 ** 



.001 - 10.83 *** 



B 

1,195 



A7 
0 
1 



48 

50 
281 
93 
37 
63 



1,767 



0.028 NS 



0.136 NS 

1.343 NS 

0.447 NS 

1.177 NS 

0.132 NS 

0.000 NS 



3.472 NS 
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FIGURE 4 



X TEST 



PHRASE TYPES: BASE A vs. SASE B 



1 . PHADJ 

2. PHADV GROUP 

3. PHN 

A . PHPREP 

5. PHPRON 

6. PHV GROUP 

TOTAL: 



A 

99 

56 
1,016 
639 
A5 
103 

1,958 



TOTAL: d.f. 5 



cut-off at .05 = 11.07 * 



.01 = 15.09 ** 



.001 - 20.52 *** 



PAIRS: d.f. = 1 



cut-off at .05 =. 3.8A ^* 



.01 - 6. 64 ** 



B 

149 

69 
1,318 
794 

51 
219 

2,600 



0.886 NS 

0.167 NS 

0.203 NS 

1.184 NS 

0.583 NS 

14.830 *** 



19.388 ** 



.001 = 10.83 *** 
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Agairiy the use of verbal phrases may be a stylistic maker of informal 
discussion and should be looked into further* The use of impersonal 
verb phrases, a subcategory of the PHV group, should be Investig^ited 
especially. With the exception of the PHV group, then, for which 
SASE A and SASE B must be considered separate corpora, from the general 
point of view of phrase groups, SASE A and B data can be considered 
part of the same corpus. 

Number of nuclear tagmemes in clauses: The total Chi Square figure 
for number of nuclear tagmemes In clauses was non-significant, as 
were the Chi Squares for the individual pairs. (See Figure 5). 
Thus, from this point of view as well, the data of SASE A and SASE B 
can be considered one corpus. 

Conclusion: For our purposes, SASE A and SASE B are sufficiently 
similar to constitute one corpus of spoken English which can be 
contrasted with the corpus of administrative writing, SAWE A* 

COMPARISON OF SAWE A AND SA^E A & B 

Sentence functions: The overall Chi Square for sentence functions 
showed the set to be significantly different at the .001 level of 
significance. The Chi Squares of all the major sentence functions 
treated as pairs were also significantly different, as were two major 
functions with the -INC specification added, (Soe Figure 6 for the 
level of significance and Figures 7 and 8 for the proportions within 
each corpus). The only Chi Square which was non-significant was for 
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FTGUPE 5 



X TEST 



SASE A vs SASE B: NUMBER OF NUCLEAR TAGMEMES IN CLAUSES 



No nuclear tagmemes 



3 
4 
5 
6 



SASE A 
A3 
72 
A28 
601 
33 
3 
1 



1,181 



SASE B 
56 
112 
565 
920 
57 
6 
3 

1,719 



0.291 NS 

0.182 NS 

1.724 NS 

0.608 NS 

0.596 NS 

0.203 NS 

0.409 NS 



TOTAL X at 6 d.f. :r 4.971 NS 



cut-off at .05 = 12.59 * 



PAIRS: d.f. - 1 



cut-off at .05 3.84 * 
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FIGURE 6 



X TEST 



SENTENCE FUNCTIONS: SAWE A vs SASE A&B 



1 . SENDECL 



2. SENDECLINC 



3. SENIMPER 



4. SENIMPERINC 



5. SENINTERJEC 



6. SENINTERROG 



7. SENINTERROGIMPER 



8. SENINTERROGINC 



TOTAL X 



SAWE A 
937 
0 
3A 
0 
0 
8 
17 
0 



SASE A&B 
1,051 
65 
5 
1 
71 
69 
0 
5 



996 



1,267 



A. 1560 * 
A9.9983 *** 
28.8950 *** 

0.7851 NS 
5A.5094 *** 
3A.36A3 *** 
21.A219 *** 

3.9236 * 

205.9209 *** 



TOTAL: d.f. - 7 



cut-off at .05 - 14.07 * 



.01 - 18.48 ** 



.001 -: 24.32 *** 



PAIRS: d.f. ^ 1 



cut-off at .05 ^ 3.84 * 



.01 T 6.64 ** 



.001 = 10.83 *** 
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SENIKPRRINC which occurred only once in SASE A&B and not at all in 
SAWE A. SENINTERROG and SENINTERJEC, as well as two labels with the 
"incomplete'* specification, SENDECLINC and SENINTERROGINC, occurred 
significantly more frequently in SASE A&B than in SAWE A. As might 
have been expected, incomplete sentences occurred only in SASE A&B. 
SENIMPER, SENINTERROGIMPER (representing polite requests), and 
SENDECL occurred significantly more frequently in SAWE A, 

4.2. Sentence forms: Both the overall Chi Square and three of the five 

individual pairs were significant at the .001 level of significance, 
while the remaining two pairs were significant at the .01 level. 
(See Figure 9). The sentence functions SENCOMPOUND, SENCOMPLEX and 
SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX were used proportionately more frequently in 
SAWE A than in SASE A&B, while SENSIM and SENCOMPLEXELL were used 
more frequent ly In SASE A&B than In SAWE A. See Figures 10 and 11. 
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4.3. Clause types by group ; The overall Chi Square for clause types by 
group was significant at the .001 level. See Figure 12. Of the 
pairs of Clause groups, the CLBAS, CLELL, CLEQUAT and CLMONO groups, 
appeared significantly more frequently in SASE A & B than in SAWE A, 
while the CLPASS group alone appeared significantly more frequently 
In SAWE A than in SASE A & B. See Figures 13 and 14. Only the Chi 
Square figures for CLIMPERS and the combined total of CLCOMPLEX, 
CLCOMPLEXELL , CLCOMPOUND» and CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX were non-significant. 

4.4. Phrase Types: The overall Chi Square for phrase types was significant 
at the .001 level. See Figure 15. Of the individual pairs of 

phrases, PHADJ, PHPRON and the PHADV and PIT' groups appeared significantly 
more frequently in SASE A & B than in SAWE A, while PHN and PHPREP 
appeared significantly more frequently in SAWE A than in SASE A & B. 
See Figures 16 and 17. Only the Chi Square for PHGERUND was non- 
significant because the frequencies were so low; however » it is 
interesting to note that PHGERUND occurred only irt SAWE A (frequency 
of 4). 
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FIGURE 9 



X TEST 



SENTENCE FORMS: SAWE A vs SASE A & B 



1. SENSIM 



2. SENCOMPOUND 



3. SENCOMPLEX 



A. SENCOMPLEXELL 



5. SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 



SAWE A 
666 
129 
160 
2 
38 



SASE A & B 
1.055 
48 
147 
16 
3 



11.084 *** 
55.311 *** 
7.289 ** 
7.827 ** 
38.667 *** 



TOTAL X 



995 



1,269 



135.103 *** 



TOTAL: d.f. = 4 

cut-off at .05 = 9.49 * 
.01 "= 13.28 ** 
.001 = 18.46 *** 



PAIRS: d.f. - 1 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 
.01 = 6.64 ** 
.001 = 10.83 *** 



ERIC 



71 



100-;, 



90^. 



FIGURE 10 



SAIVE-A 



^ - B[si copy mmi 

ADMINISTRATIVE WRITING LEVEL 2 



TOTAL NUMBER OF SENTENCES: 995* 



80 «o 



70^0 



60 ^ 



50$ . 



40% 



20 «- 



0 « 



10% . 



erJc* 



□ 

m 
0 



SENSIM 



SENCOMPOUND 



SENCOMPLEX 



SENCOMPLEXELL 



66.93^0 
12.96*6 
16.08i 
.20* 



SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 3.824 





id 



*one fewer than total number of form labels 



lOOV 



FIGURE 11 



SASE A-B 



60 - 



BESi copy miM 



formal/ informal discussion 
Total number of sentences: i,269 



LEVEL 2 



90** 



0^ 



B0%. 



70%. 



S0%. 



40% 



30% 



20%. 



0 « 



ERiCot 



ID 



SENSIM 



SENCOMPOUND 



SENCOMPLEX 



SENCOMPLEXELL 



83. 06^ 



3. 78% 



11. 58% 



1.26% 



SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 0.24% 



SENCOMPOUNDELL 



0.08% 




^ , . 5 6 

I ' fc==d bsss 



- (,] - 



" CLAUSE TYPES BY P.ROUPS : 

1. CLBAS GROUP 

2. CLCOMPLEX - 
COMPLEXELL 

CLCOMPOUND 

CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 

3. CLELL GROUP 

4. CLEQUAT GROUP 

5. CLIMPERS GROUP 

6. CLMONO 

7. CLPASS GROUP 

TOTAL X^ 

TOTAL: d.f. r 6 

cut-off at .05 
.01 
.001 

PAIRS: d.f. r 1 

cut-off at .05 
.01 
.001 
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SAWE A vs SASE A & B 



SAWE A SASE A & B )(^ 

1,553 2,028 28.209 *** 



96A 78] NS 2.584 

0/97 2I 84 NS 1.916 1.484 NS 

1 I 4 J NS 1.676 

64 94 4.430 * 

335 462 13.384 *** 

136 146 0.060 NS 

3 65 53.472 *** 

679 107 389.336 *** 



2,867 2,986 560.484 *** 
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= 16.81 ** 
-. 22.46 *** 
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6.64 ** 
10.83 *** 
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FIGURE 15 



X TEST 



PHRASE TYPES: SAWE A vs SASE A & B 



1. PHADJ 



2. VHADV GROUP 



3 . PHGERUND 



4. PHN 



5. 
6, 
7. 



PHPREP 



PHPRON 



PHV GROUP 



TOTAL X' 



SAWE A 

156 
41 
4 

4,892 
2,886 
42 

213 

8.234 



SASE A & B 

248 
125 
0 

2,334 
1.433 
96 
322 



112.;.64 *** 

111.713 *** 

0.165 NS 

22.698 *** 

8.533 ** 

68.224 *** 

133.388 *** 

489.157 *** 



TOTAL: 



d.f. 6 



cu 



t-off at .05 ^ 12.59 * 



.01 = 16,81 ** 
,001 = 22.46 *** 



PAIRS: 



d.f. - 1 
cut-off at .05 
.01 



3.84 * 
6.64 ** 



,001 - 10.83 *** 
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Number of Nuclear Tagtneipes: The overall Chi Square for the number of 
nuclear tagmemes contained In the clauses was significantly different 
at the .001 leva! of significance. See Figure 18, Individually, 
the occurrences of "no nuclear tagmemes"^ 1, 3, and A nuclear tagmemes 
were significantly different at the .001 level, but the occurrence of 
2, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 nuclear tagmemes were all non-significant. "No 
nuclear tagmemes" and 3 nuclear tagmemes occurred significantly more 
often in BASE A & B than in SAWE A, and 1 and 4 nuclear tagmemes 
occurred significantly more often in SAWE A than in BASE A & B. 
Although statistically speaking the occurrences of 5 - 9 nuclear 
tagmemes were non-significant, it is interesting to note that the 
occurrences of 5 and 6 nuclear tagmemes were more frequent in SAWE A 
and that 7, 8, and 9 nuclear tagmemes occurred only in SAWE A . 
See Figures 19 and 20. 

S trings of nuclear tagmemes: The most frequent strings of nuclear 
tagmemes of which clauses are composed were compared, first consider- 
ing the five most frequent of SAWE A against SASE A & B (Figure 21) 
and the five most frequent of SASE A & B against SAWE A (Figure 22), 
then the ten most frequent of each against the other (Figure 23 and 
24). In all of these comparisons the overall Chi Square proved to be 
significant at the .001 level 

When considering the first five indlvi al pairs, the highest 
ranking string In both corpora, -^S -vPRED i-OD , was used 
significantly more frequently In SASE A & B than in SAWE A; 
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FIGURE 18 


TEST 








SAWE A and SASE A & B 


CLAUSES: NUMBER OF 


NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 








SAWE A 


SASE A & B 






No Nuclear Tagmemes 


11 


99 


65.2312 




1 Nuclear Tagmeme 


307 


18A 


33.7840 


*** 


2 Nuclear Tagmemes 


1,018 


994 


1 .8035 


NS 


3 Nuciear Tagmemes 


1,2A1 


1,521 


11.4600 


*** 


A Nuclear Tagmemes 


173 


90 


28.8022 


*** 


5 Nuclear Tagmemes 


12 


9 


0.5750 


NS 


6 Nuclear Tagmemes 


3 


4 


0.1004 


NS 


7 Nuclear Tagmemes 


2 


0 


2.0930 


NS 


8 Nuclear Tagmemes 


3 


0 


3.1387 


NS 


9 Nuclear Tagmemes 


1 


0 


1.0465 


NS 




2.771 


2,901 







Total at 8 d.f. :7 159.753 *** 

cut-off at .05 » 15.51 * 
.01 = 20.09 ** 
.001 = 26.12 *** 

Pairs : d. f . = 1 

cut-off at . 05 = 3. 84 * 
.01 - 6. 64 ** 
. 001 =10. 83 *** 
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FIGURE 21 



TEST 



CLAUSES: 5 MOST FREQUENT STRINGS OF SAWE A NUCLEAR TAGMEMES COMPARED 
WITH SASE A & B 



SAWE A 



SASE A & B 



1. S PRED OD 



2. S PRED 



3. PRED OD 



4 . PRED 



5. S PRED PRED AD J 



590 
418 
384 
250 
182 

1,824 



842 
525 
299 
125 
227 



22.4439 
5.0722 
14.7878 
46.6003 
2.2265 



2,018 



Total X at 4 d.f . = 104.1513 *** 



cut-off at .05 = 9.A9 * 



.01 - 13.28 ** 



001 18.45 *** 
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FIGURE 22 TEST 

CLAUSES: 5 MOST FREQUENT STRINGS OF SASE A & B NUCLEAR TAGMEMES COMPARED 
WITH SAWE A 



SASE A - B 



SAWE A 



1. S PRED OD 



2. S PRED 



3. PRED OD 



4. S PRED PREDADJ 



5. S PRED PREDNOM 



842 
525 
299 
227 
165 



590 
A18 
384 
182 
196 



16.8963 ** 



2.9262 NS 



18.7865 *** 



1.2436 NS 



6.4587 NS 



2.058 



1,770 



Total at 4 d.f. ^ 53.3108 *** 



cat-off .05 r 9.49 * 



.01 13.28 ** 



,001 = 18.45 *** 
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FIGURE 23 



TEST 



CLAUSES: 10 MOST FRICUENT STRINGS OF SAWE A NUCLEAR TAGMEl-IES COMPARED 
WITH SASE A ^ B 



SAWE A 



SASE A & B 



1. S PRED OD 



2. S PRED 



3. PRED OD 



4. PRED 



5. S PRED PREDADJ 



6. S PRED 01 



7. S PRED PREDNOM 



8. PRED S 



9. PRED 01 



10. PRED OD 01 



590 
418 
384 
250 
182 
131 
96 
93 
59 
45 



2,248 



842 
525 
299 
125 
227 
69 
165 
114 
26 
10 

2,402 



22.4439 *** 



5.0722 * 



14.7878 *** 



46.6003 *** 



2.2265 NS 



22.5831 *** 



: 3.2422 *** 



0.9263 NS 



14.029'! *** 



24.3780 *** 



Total at 9 d.f. s 183.4546 *** 

cut-off at .05 = 16.92 * 
.01 = 21.67 *»* 



.001 ^ 27.88 *** 



Pairs: 1 d.f. 



cut-off at .05 = 3.64 * 



.01 = 6.64 *** 



.001 ^ 10.83 *** 
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FIGURE 24 X TEST 

CLAUSES : 10 MOST FREQUENT STRINGS OF SA5E A & B NUCLEAR TAGMEMES COMPARED 
WITH SAWE A 







SASE A & B 


SAWE A 






1. 


S PRED OD 


842 


590 


16.8963 




2. 


S PRED 


525 


418 


2.9262 


NS 


3. 


FRED OD 


299 


384 


18.7865 




4. 


S FRED PREDADJ 


227 


182 


1.2436 


NS 


5. 


S PRED PREDNOM 


165 


196 


6.4587 


if 


6. 


PRED 


125 


250 


51.8747 




7. 


PRED S 


114 


93 


0.4734 


NS 


P. 


No Nuclear Tagmemes 


99 


11 


60.3538 


ititic 


9 


OD S PRED 


73 


29 


14.3770 


*** 


10 


S PRED 01 


69 


131 


25.2954 


*** 



2,538 2»284 



Total at 9 d.f. r 214.2882 *** 

cut-off at .05 ^ 16.92 * 
.01 ^ 21.67 ** 
.OOi - 27.88 *** 

FAIRS: d.f. r 1 

cut-off at .05 T 3.34 * 
.01 = 6.64 ** 
.001 r 10.83 *** 
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while the third ranking string in both» 4-PRED -tQD , was used 
significantly more frequently in SAWE A than in SASE A •»■ B, as 
was the fourth ranking string of SAWE, +PRED. The Chi Square 
figures for the other strings were non-significant: the second 
ranking string in both corpora, Jt£5^i string which ranked 

fourth in SASE A + B and fifti in SAWiJ A, -t-S tPRED -^PREDAD J ; 
and the fifth ranking string of SASE A ^ B, >S »PRED fPREDNOM . 

When considering the first ten individual pairs, substantially 

the same pattern emerged. The high-ranking SAWE A strings 

•^FRED tOD , -t-PRED , -t-S -»PRED tOl , -rPRED 401 , and tPRED 

■fOD ^01 were significantly more frequent in SAWE A than in SASE A*-B. 

The high-ranking SASE A + B strings -^S *?BED tOD, "no nuclear 

tagmemes", and -fOD -fS fPRED, were significantly more frequent in 

SASE A B than in SAWE A. The Chi Square figures for the 

remaining three st*-ings were non-sig,nif ican«; : 

■«-S -t-PRED , -i-S -^-PRED -t-PREDADJ , and -tPRED ^-S . 
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4.7, General caterories of clauses without: reg':;rd to semantic categories: 

This refers to classification of clauses Into Infinitival, participial, 
WH or ordinary clause without any of these qualifications. When 
general categories were considered overall (not considering clause 
group*^ such as PASS> BAS, etc,)> the Chi Square figure was significant 
at the .05 level. See Figure 25 • However, none of the individual 
pairs were significant, so the source of the difference cannot be 
established. Presumably there was some small difference In each 
category which totalled to make a Chi Square figure which was 
significant. See Figures 26 and 27 for the proportions. 



In figure 28 the general categories whithin basic clauses were considered. 
The overall Chi Square was significant at the .001 level, as were 
CLBASINF and CLBASPART, both of which were used significantly more 
often in SAWE A than in SASE A B. The distributions of CLBAS and 
CLBASWH were not significantly different. See Figures 29 and 30 for 
the proportions. 



In Figures 31, 32 and 33 the general categories within e quatlve 
clauses were considered. The overall Chi Square was non-significant. 
In Figures 34, 35 and 36 the general categories within passive 
clauses were considered, where the overall Chi Square was also non- 
significant. (Note that this cop*parison considers proportional 
distribution of -INF, -PART ana -WH within passive clauses; the fact 
that SAWE A has six times as rnan; passives as SASE A 6 is not 
being considered here.) ^ 
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FIGURE 25 



X TEST 



SAVE A vs. SASE A r B: OVERALL GENERAL CATEGORIES OF CLAUSES WITHOUT 

REGARD TO SEMANTIC CATEGORIES 



1. Clause 

2. INF clause 

3. PART clause 

4. UH clause 



SAWE A 
1,464 
299 
183 
819 
2,770 



SASE A -» B 
1,608 
284 
161 
785 



2.398 NS 

0.756 NS 

2=631 NS 

1.385 NS 



2,838 



TOTAL X at 3 d.f. r- 9.1215 * 



cuc-off at .05 = 7.82 * 



.01 3 11.34 ** 



,001 s 16.27 *** 



PAIR:: d.f. - 1 



cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 



.01 = 6.64 ** 



.001 ~. 10.83 *** 
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FIGURE 26 

SAWE-A LEVEL 5 
All Clauses 




CL4INF CL+O+X 



X= CAUSE, COND, CONS, MAN, ETC. 



9i 



- 79 - 

FIGURE 27 

SASE A-B LEVEL 3 
All Clauses 



OTHERS 




CL+O+X 



X: CAUSE, COND, CONS, MAN, etc. 
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FIGURE 28 



TEST 



SAWE A vs SASE AfB: GENERAL CATEGORIES WITHIN CLAUSE GROUPS (without 
regard to semantic categories) 

I CLBAS 



1. CLBAS 



2. CLBAS INF 



3 . CLBASPART 



4. CLBASWH 



S AWE A 
770 

287 
174 
325 



SASE M 
1110 
272 
154 
492 



2.9300 
11.5926 
11.4190 

3.5001 



1556 



2028 



Total at 3 d.f. - 34.7071*** 

cut-off at .05 * 7.82* 
.01 = 11.34** 
.001 =16.27*** 



Pairs: d.f. = 1 



cut-off at .05 = 3.84* 
.01 = 6.64** 
.001 = 10.83*** 
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FIGURE 29 
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FIGURE 30 

SASE A>B LEVEL 3 
CLBAS 
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FIGURE 31 2 

X TEST 



SAWE A vs SASE A&B GENERAI. CATEGORIES WITHIN CLAUSE GROUPS 
(without regard to semantic categories) 

II. CLEQUAT 

SAWE A SASE A&B 

1. CLEQUAT 216 2Ti 

2. CLEQUAT INF 3 9 

3. CLEQUATPART 9 5 

4. CLEQUATWH 107 168 

335 A61 



Total at 3 d.f. = 5.8949 NS 



cu 



t-off at .05 = 7.82* 



ERIC 
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FIGURE 32 
SAWE-A LEVEL 3 

BEST copy AVAILABLE 





CLEQUATCAUSE 
2.694 



CLEQUAT' OTHERS' 

CLEQUAT-CONS ^ 
-MAN ^' 
Q -PURP 
ERIc -RESTR 



FIGURE 33 

SASE A-B 
CLEQUAT 
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LEVEL 3 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



CLEQUAT 



CLEQUATWH 



CLEQUATPART 
3.92% 

CLEQUATINF 
7.054 

OTHERS 
4.681 
CLEQUATRESTR 
7.024 




CLEQUATCAUSE 
CLEQUATCJND 14.04t 



5.47% 



CLEQUAT 'OTHERS ' 

CLEQUATCONS 
CLEQUATTIME 

ERIC 



CLEQUATINF 

CLEQUATINF 

CLEQUATINFPURP 

CLEQUATINFSIT 

98 



CLEQUATPART 

CLEQUATPART 
CLEQUATPARTCAUSE 
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FIGURE 3A « 

TEST 



SAWE A vs SASE A-B GENERAL CATEGORIES WITHIN CLAUSE GROUPS 
(without regard to semantic categories) 

I II CLP ASS 

SAWE A SASE A4 B 

1. CLPASS 330 53 

2. CLPASSINF 8 3 

3. CLPASSPART 5 2 

4. CLPASSWH 336 49 

679 107 



Total at 3 d«f. - 3.3494 NS 
cut-off at .05 = 7.82* 



ERIC 
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FIGURE 35 
SAWE-A LEVEL 3 

BEST copy AVAILABLL 



CLPAS 



:lpasswh 




CLPASS • OT HERS * 
CLPASfS- CAUSE 
-MAN 
-CPPOS 
-PURP 



^OTHERS 
3.67$ 
CLPASSINF 
1.18$ 
CLPASSPART 
.731 



CLPASSCOND 
2.50$ 
LPASSSIT 
1.77$ 
CLPASSTIME 
2.95$ 



CLPASSINF 
CLPASSINF 
CLPASS I NFPURP 

100 



CLPASSPART 
CLPASSPART 
CLPASS 
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FIGURE 36 

SASE A-B LEVEL 3 
CLPASS 



BEST COPY AVAILABU 



.PASSWH 




CLPASSPART 1.861 OTHERS 13.41 

CLPASSINF 10.05* 



CLPASS OTHERS CLPASSINC 

CLPASSMAN CLPASSINF 
CLPASSRESTR CLPASSINFPURP 
CLPASSSIT 
PASSTIME 

ERIC 1 0 I 
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Semantic categories of dependent clauses : '*Semantlc categories" 
refers to the labels of cause* time, manner, etc. which are 
affixed to dependent clauses. An overall comparison of semantic 
categories, without considering the type of clause they appear 
in, revealed a total Chi Square which was significant at the 
.001 I;.vel. See Figure 37. Among individual pairs of categories, 
the Chi Square figures for PURP, RESTR, and SIT were signifi- 
cant at the .01 level, while those for COND :nd OPPOS were aigni- 
ficant at the .05 level. The semantic categories PURP, SIT 
and OPPOS were used proportionately more often in SAWE A; the 
categories RESTR and COND were used more rften in SASE A f B. 
The (hi Square figures for the categories CAUSE, CONS, MAN and 
TIME were non-significant. 

Flg'rres 38*46 show the Chi Square calculations for the dlstri* 
butioi of each individual semantic category over different types 
of clauses. The category TIME had a Chi Square which was signi- 
ficant at the .001 level. The Chi Square figures for the indi- 
vidual types of TIME clauses showed this difference to be located 
In two types of clauses: CLPASSTIME which was far more frequent 
in SAW! A than in SASE A ♦ B; and CLBASTIME, which was dlspropor- 
tloniitely frequent in SASE A f B. The category COND had a 
Chi Square which was significant at the .01 level. This difference 
was located entirely in CLPASSCOND, which occurred significantly 
more frequently in SAWE A than in SASE A i B; all other types 
of clauses had a non-significant Chi Square. The categories 
SIT and MAN has Chi Squares which were significant at the .05 

102 
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FIGURE 37 



X"" TEST 



OVERALL COMPARISON OF SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES! 



SAWE A V8. SASE A4B 



1. CAUSE 

2. COND 

3. CONS 

4. MAN 

5. OPPOS 

6. PURP 

7. RESTR 

8. SIT 

9. TIME 



SAWE A 
39 
80 

6 
IS 
13 
101 

8 
37 
53 

352 



SASE A»B 
38 
102 
7 
12 

47 
23 
10 
54 



0.3730 
6.1162 
0.3423 
0.0157 
4.5743 
9.5224 
9.6567 
10.6884 
0.8464 



NS 
* 

NS 
NS 
* 

** 
** 
«* 

NS 



296 



Total at 8 d.f. = 47.325*** 



cut-off at .05 = 15.51* 



.01 = 20.09** 



.001 = 26.12*** 



Pairs: d.f. = 1 



cut-off at .05 = 3.84* 



.01 = 6.64** 



.001 = 10.83*** 



ERIC 
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FIGURE 38 n 

X TEST 

SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES: SAWE A vs. SASE A*B 



I CAUSE 







SAWE A 


SASE AiB 


1* 




23 


24 


?.. 


CLBASPARTCAUSE 


0 


1 


3. 


CLELLCAUSE 


0 


2 


4. 


CLEQUATCAUSE 


9 


7 


5. 


CLEQUATPARTCAUSE 


0 


1 


6. 


CLIMPERSCAUSE 


1 


1 


7. 


CLPASSCAUSE 


6 


2 






39 


38 




at 6 d.f. = 6.2593 


NS 






cut-off at .05 - 


12.59* 





o 

ERIC 
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FIGURE 39 



X* TEST 



SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES: SAWE A ve. SASE AfB 



II COND 



1. CLBASCOND 

2. CLBASPARTCOND 

3 . CLELLCOND 
A. CLEQUATCOND 

5. CLIMPERSCOND 

6. CLPASSCOND 



SAWE A 
45 
2 
7 
6 
3 
17 

80 



SASE AfB 
71 
2 
3 

18 
3 
5 

102 



0.7753 
0.0580 
2.59A7 
3.1329 
0.0859 
8.7353 



NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
** 



at 5 d.f. = 17.5698** 

cut-off at .05 = 11.07 * 

.01 = 15.09 ** 

.001 = 20.52 *** 

Pairs: 1 d.f. 

cut-off at .05 - 3.84 * 

.01 = 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 



ERIC 
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FIGURE 40 



x2 TEST 



SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES : SAUE A vs. SASE A4B 



III CONS 



I. CLBASCONS 



2. CLELLCONS 



3. CLEQUATCON£ 



SAWE A 
3 
1 
2 



SASE AjB 
5 
0 
2 



Total at 2 d.f . = 1.A316 NS 



cut-off at .05 - 5.99 * 



ERIC 
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FIGURE Al 

TEST 

SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES: SAWE A vs. SASE AfB 



IV NAN 



SAWE A SASE AfB 

1. CLBASMAN 5 5 0.0905 NS 

2. CLBASINFMAN 3 0 2.2220 NS 

3. CLBASFARTMAN 0 6 6.1112 * 

4. CLEQUATHAN 1 0 0.7778 NS 

5. CLPASSMAN 6 I 2.1409 NS 



Total X2 at A d.f. ■ 13.4034* 

cut-off at .05 = 9.A9 * 

.01 ■ 13.28 ** 

.001 = 18. A6 *** 

Pairs: 1 d.f.: 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 

.01 = 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 



ERIC 
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ERIC 



FIGURE 42 , 

X TEST 

SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES: SAWE A vs. SASE M 



V OFPO£ 



SAWE A SASE AfB 

1. CLBASOPPOS 8 3 

2. CLEASPARTOPPOS 1 0 

3. CLPASSOPPOS 4 0 



13 



Total at 2 d.f. = 1.6777 NS 



cut-off at .05 = 5.99 * 



J08 



96 - 

FIGURE A3 , 

X TEST 

SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CLAUSES: SAWE A vs SASE A*B 
VI PURP 





SAWE A 


SASE A^B 


1. CLBASPURP 


8 


5 


2. CLBASINFPURP 


81 


39 


3. CLBASPARTPURP 


2 


0 


A. CLEQUATPURP 


1 


0 


5. CLEQUATINFPURP 


0 


1 


6. CLIMPERSPURP 


1 


0 


7. CLPASSPURP 


7 


0 


8. tXPASSINFPuKP 


1 


2 




101 


A7 


Total at 7 d.f. « 9.25A7 


NS 




cut-off at .05 


- 1A.07 * 





lOSl 

ERIC 
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FIGURE , 

X TEST 

SEMANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDEOT CLAUSES: SAWE A va. SASE AfB 
VII RESTR 

SAWE A SASE AfB 



1. 


CLBASRESTR 


4 


10 


2. 


CLBASPARTRESTR 


1 


1 


3. 


CLEQUATRESTR 


1 


9 


4. 


CLIMPERSRESTR 


0 


2 


5. 


CLPASSRESTR 


2 


1 



8 23 



at 4 d.f . « 5.2833 N3 

cut-off at .05 - 9.49 * 



110 
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FIGURE 45 . 

':est 

semantic categories of dependent clauses: sawe a vs. sase a-fb 



VIII SIT 







SAWE A 


SASE A^3 






1. 


CLBASSIT 


9 


4 


0.5126 


NS 


2. 


CLBASPARTSIT 


2 


4 


5.6389 


* 


3. 


CLELLSIT 


1 


0 


0.2685 


NS 


A. 


CLEQUATSIT 


6 


0 


1.5736 


N*! 


5. 


CLEQUATINFSIT 


0 


1 


3.4350 


NS 


6. 


CLEQUATPARTSIT 


3 


0 


0.7975 


NS 


7. 


CUMPERSSIT 


3 


0 


0.7975 


NS 


8. 


CLPASSIT 


12 


1 


1.2549 


NS 


9. 


CLFASSPARTSIT 


1 


0 


0.2685 


NS 






37 


10 







Total at 8 d.f. - 16.9947* 



cut-off at .05 = 15.51 * 
.01 = 20. Ov 
.001 = 26.12 *** 



Pairs: 1 d.f 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 
.01 = 6.64 ** 

Id .001 = 10.83 *** 111 

ERIC 
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FIGURE A6 



TEST 



SEHANTIC CATEGORIES OF DEPENDENT CIAUSES: SAWE A vs. SASE A^-B 



IX TIME 



1. CLBASTIME 

2. CLBASPARTTIME 

3. CLELLTIME 

4. CLEQUATTIME 

5. CLPASSTIME 

6. CLPASSPARTTIME 



SAWE A 
23 
0 
1 
7 

20 
2 



SASE A -l-B 
47 
2 
0 
4 
1 
0 



4.8025 
1.9282 
1.0092 
0.7938 
14.9639 
2.0005 



* 

NS 
NS 
NS 
*** 

NS 



53 



54 



x2 at 5 d.f. = 31.2299*** 



cut-off at .05 = 11.07 * 



.01 



15.09 ** 



.Oa = 20.52 *** 

Pairs: d.f. = 1 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 
.01 = 6.64 ** 
.001 = 10.83 *** 



ERIC 
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level. The clause type CLHASPARTSIT, which occurred significantly 
more frequently in SASE A+B than in SAWE A, accounted for the dif f e* 
rerce in the former, while CLBASPARTMAN, which also occurred signi- 
ficantly more frequently in SASE AfB, accounted for the latter. The 
remaining categories, CAUSE, CONS, OPPOS, PURP and RESTR all had Chi 
Squares which were non^signif leant. 

It should he noted that the figures for semantic categories used in 
different types of clauses were generally quite small, the majority 
having frequencies under 10. The lower the frequencies, the greater 
the tendency of the Chi Square to be non^signif leant, that is, to 
assume that the differences are due to chance. Thus, the results 
of the Chi Square tests on these semantic categories should be in-^ 
terpreted with caution. 

Types of noun phrase modif icatioli : The overall Chi Square figure 
for types of noun phrase modification was significant at the .001 
level. See Figure 47. The proportion of noun phrases which were 
both pr e-and-pos t -mod i f led was not significantly different in SAWE A 
and SASE A^B, but the other three types of modification were signi- 
ficant at the *001 level. Post-modifie d noun phrases occurred signi- 
cantly more frequently in SAWE A than in SASE A+B, while pre^bdif led 
and unmodified noun phrases occurred significantly more frequently in 
SASE A^B than in SAWE A. For a full explanation of this collection of 
data, see "Types of Noun Phrase Modification", Appendix 11. 
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FIGURE 47 

X • TEST 

TYPES OF NOUN PHRASE MODIFICATION In SAWE A vs, SASE A&B 



SAWE A SAJJE A*B 



Total X^ at 3 d.f. ~ 102.4167 *** 

cut-off at .05 " 7.82 * 

.01 = 11.34 ** 

.001 « 16.27 *** 

Pairs: d.f. = 1 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 
.01 = 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 



4,872 2,333 



1. Unmodified 1,146 (i60 11.2898 *** 

2. Premodlfied 1,732 <i87 13.6236 *** 

3. Post modlflM 1,431 ^39 55.4856 *** 

4. Pre 4- Post modified 563 247 1.1865 NS 



Number of Nuclei In PHN disregarded 

114 
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4.10 Forms filling pre^odlf ication slots In noun phraeee ; The overall 
Chi Square for all forms filling pre-modif ication slots was non- 
significant. See Figure 48. Of the Indtvldtial pairs, PH pre- 
modif lers were barely significantly more frequent in SASE A 4- B 
than in SAWE A (at the .05 level). All the other pre-modlfler 
types were not significantly different in the two corpora. 

4.11 Forms filling post-modification slots in noun phrases : The overall 
Chi Square for all forms filling post-modification slots was signi- 
ficant^ at the .001 level. See Figure 49. Of the individual pairs 

of post-modification forms, T (terminal) and PH forms occurred signi- 
ficantly more frequently in SAWE A than in SASE A ♦ B, while CL and 
ELL forms occurred significantly more frequently In SASE A •»• B than 
in SAWE A. The Chi Squares for the remaining forms, the combinations 
T t PH, T + CL and PH f CL, were all non-significant. 

4.12 Forms filling pre & post-modification slots in noun phrases ; The over 
all Chi Square figure for forms filling pre & post-modification slots 
was significant at the .001 level. Sec Figure 50. This difference 
was accounted for by three of the twelve occurring combinations; the 
remaining nine showed non-significant Chi Square figures. The combi- 
nation of a terminal pre-modlfler with a PH post-modifier occurred 
significantly more frequently In SAWE A than In SASE A f B. The com- 
binations of terminal pre-modlfier with CL post-modifier, and PH pre- 

11.") 

ERIC 
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FIGURE 48 9 

X TEST 

FORMS FILLING PRE-MODIFCATION SLOTS IN NOUN PHRASES: 
SAWE A V8. SASE A -f B 



SAWE A SASE A 4- B 



Total X^ at 4 d.f . = 7.4042 NS 

cut-off at .05 = 9.49 * 



Fairs: d.f. - 1 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 

.01 = 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 



2295 1237 



1. T 2023 1059 0.3176 NS 

2. PH 248 165 3.9207 * 

3. T PH 23 12 0.0079 NS 

4. T t CL 1 0 0.5388 NS 

5. ELL 0 1 1.8543 NS 



116 
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FIGURE A9 , 

X TEST 

FORMS FILLING POST-MOPIFICATION SLOTS IN NOUN PHR.\SES: 
SAWE A vs. SASE A ^ B 



SAWE A SASE A^-B 



Total at 6 d.f. = 132.3722 *** 

cut-off at .05 - 12.59 * 

.01 = 16.81 ** 

.001 = 22.46 *** 

Pairs: d.f. - 1 

cut-off at .05 = 3.84 * 

.01 = 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 



ERIC 



11? 



1,994 686 



1. T 179 18 26.9004 *** 

2. PH 1,222 332 9.6501 ** 

3. CL 470 306 56.2898 *** 

4. T 4. PH 18 6 0.0047 NS 

5. T + CL 8 0 2.7493 NS 

6. PH + CL 97 22 3.0476 NS 

7. ELL 0 2 5.8010 * 
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FIGURE 50 



TEST 



FORMS FILLING PRE & POST MODIFICATION SLOTS IN NOUN PHRASES 
SAWE A & SASE A i B 







SAWE A 


SASE A I- B 






1. 


T/T 


13 


9 


1.082 


NS 


2. 


t/ph-k:l 


25 


8 


0.593 


NS 


3. 


PH/PH+CL 


2 


1 


0.011 


NS 


4. 


T/PH 


JJl 


V/ 


ft A")! 




5. 


t/cl 


lie 

145 


1 A/ 

104 


10.041 


V* «f n 


6. 


PH/T 


1 


0 


0.439 


NS 


7. 


PH/PH 


21 


9 


0.004 


NS 


8. 


PH/CL 


12 


12 


4.123 


* 


9. 


T/THH. 


2 


0 


0.878 


NS 


10. 


TfPH/CL 


6 


0 


2.629 


NS 


11. 


T/T+PH 


2 


4 


3.648 


NS 


12. 


T4-PH/PH 


2 


3 


2.028 


NS 






562 


247 







ERIC 



Total at 11 d.f. = 43.044 *** 

cut-off at .05 = 19.68 * 

.01 = 24.72 ** 

.001 = 31.26 *** 

Pairs: d.f. = 1 

cut off at .05 = 3.84 * 

.01 « 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 
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modifier with CK post-uodlf ler, occurred significantly more fre- 
quently In SASE A t B than In SAWE A. 

^►•13 Strings of functions making up noun phrases ; The overall Chi 

Square figure for the 5 most frequent strings of functions occu- 
rlng In SAWE A compared to the same strings in SASE A f B was 
significant at the .001 level. See Figure 51. All of the indi- 
vidual strings were used significantly differently in the two 
corpora except for the third-ranking string* fPEIC-fNUCfOUAL . 
which was proportionately distributed. The string which ranked 
first in SAWE A, »PEICtNUC t was nevertheless used significantly 
• ■ora- frequently in SASE A ♦ B than in SAWE A, as was the foorth- 
ranklng string, 4-DEIC4QUAL4HUC . The second-ranking string, fQUALf 
NUC . and the fifth-ranking string, »NUC-tQUAL . were used signifi- 
cantly more frequently in SAWE A than in SASE A 4- B. 

In the comparison of the 5 most frequent functions occurring in 
SASE A t B with the same strings in SAWE A, the overall Chi Square 
was significant at the .001 level, and all of the individual strings 
were also significantly differently distributed in the two corpora. 
See Figure 52. The string which ranked first in SASE A 4 B, ♦PSIC^WUC . 
was used significantly more frequently in SASE A 4- B than in SAWE A, as 
were the second-ranking string, >DEIC»NUC . and the fifth-ranking string, 
»QUANT4NUC . The third-ranking string, »DEXCfN0C»QUAL . and the fourth 
ranking string, tQDALfNUC . were used significantly more frequently in 
SAWE A than In SASE A f B. 

11') 
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FIGURE 51 



TEST 



NOUN PHRASES: 5 MOST FREQUENT STRINGS OF SAWE A COMPARED WITH SASE A B 



1. DEIC NUC 

2. QUAL NUC 

3. DEIC NUC QUAL 

4. DEIC QUAL NUC 

5. NUC QUAL 



SAWE A 
1.103 
8A9 
673 
469 
342 

3,436 



SASE A » B 
652 
287 
290* 
316 
96 

1,641 



13.6376 
21.6075 
1.8142 
19.2364 
312.1125 



Total at 4 d.f . = 90.9786 *** 

cut-off at .05 = 9.49 * 
.01 = 13.28 ** 
.001 ■ 18.46 *** 



Pairs: d.f. ■ 1 

cut-off at .05 



3.84 * 



.01 = 6.64 ** 



.001 = 10.83 *** 
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FIGURE 52 , 

X TEST 

NOUN PHRASES: 5 MOST FREQUENT STRINGS OF SASE A f B COMPARED WITH SAWE A 



SASE A4B SAWE A 

1. DEIC NUC 652 1,103 4.2014 

2. DEIC qUAL NUC 316 469 10.0630 

3. DEIC NUC QUAL 290 673 6.6926 

4. QUAL NUC 287 849 35.1521 

5. QUANT NUC 134 104 47.4583 



Total X^ at 4 d.f. = 118.2123 *** 



cut-off at .05 = 9.49 * 

.01 = 13.28 ** 

.001 = 18.46 *** 

Pairs: 1 d.f. 

cut-off at .05 ■ 3.84 * 

.01 a 6.64 ** 

.001 = 10.83 *** 



1,679 3,198 
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A. 14 Ratio coapTlione : In addition to Chi Square teats, two types of 
ratios were calculated. See Figure 53. In the comparison of ave- 
rage nunber of clauses per sentence , SAWE A proved to have slightly 
more clauses (2.9 to 1) than BASE A f B (2.4 to 1). In the compa- 
rison of the average number of phrases per sentence , SAWE A turned 
out to have twice as many as SASE A 4- B: 8.3 to 1 for SAWE A 

and 3.6 to 1 for SASE A f B, Of course, wh-^n Interpret jUg any figu- 
res concerning number of phrases, the unique way in which tagmenlc 
analysis counts phrases must be borne in mind. 
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FIGURE 53 

SAWE A V8 SASE A f B RATIO COMPARISONS 

1. Ratio of clauses to sentences (functions) 

SAWE A: 2867 CL f 996 SEN 2.9 to 1 

SASE A 4- B: 2986 CL 1,269 SEN 2. A to 1 

2. Ratio of phrases to sentences (functions) 

SAWE A: 8.234 PH f SEN 8.3 to 1 

SASE A + B; 4,558 Ph f 1,269 SEN 3.6 to 1 
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VII ISTBRPRETATIOW OF THE RESULTS; REGISTER CHARACTERISTICS OF 
AD MINISTRATIVE CORRESPONDENCE AND FO»<Al/I!tFOKMAL DISCUSSION 

Level 1: Discourse 

1-1 Sentence Function Definitions 

In Level 1 of the computer printout, sentences are grouped together 
according to their function labels. There are four main sentence function 
labels: 

S EITO E CX (declarative sentence) unmarked sentence function , 
covering a vide variety of sentence structures. 

EX. 1 SAWE-A 2.3 Of particular interest to the Department la 
"Metal Powder". 

EX. 2 SASE-A 1.7 From the point of vlaw of the young Francophone 
people coming ln» again I don*t think there's any general 
reaction. 

SENIMPER (Imperative sentence) - these sentences usually liave 
the function of giving orders or directives; formally, the nuclear 
clause of an Imperative sentence contains a predicate but no subject. 

EX. 3 SAWE-A 3.16 Please advise If further action is required 
by this office. 

EX. A SASE-A 3.38 Go back a little bit to a point Mr. Buchanan 
made earlier . . . 

(ill) SENINTERJEC (Interjectlve sentence) - short. Independent sentences, 
usually Interjections* 



EX. 5 SAWE-A 13.36 Thank you. 
EX. 6 SASE-A 1.57 Yes. 
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(Iv) SENINTERROG (Interrogative sentence) - functions as a request or 
question. In formal terms » Interrogative sentences are character- 
ized by an Inversion of the subject and che verb, 

EX. 7 SAWE-A 13.15 May X please have your approval to do so? 
EX. 8 SASE-A 3.70 Do you think it should be more selective? 

In SASE-A&B only (the spoken corpus) » che additional label - INC 
(incomplete) is added to a sentence function label If the sentence was 
incomplete. 

EX. 9 SASE-A 4.36 I think again one thing that you will find 
as this develops Is ... 

In SAWE-A 9 ac additional sentence function label is used to describe 
a structure unique to that corpus: SENINTERROGIMPER - a sentence which 
functions both as an interrogative and imperative. 

EX. 10 SAWE-A 8.41 Would you kindly let me know the number of 
copies you may want for youi: region. 
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1 . 2 Distribution of Sentence Functions 

The Chi square figures of the sentence functions In SAWE-A and 
SASE-A&B were significant for virtually every type of sentence. 

As might be expected, however, by far the greatest number of 
sentences In both corpora functlonned as declarative sentences (93.78Z 
In SAWE-A, 82.95Z In SASE-A&B). See Figure 1 for the complete dis- 
tribution of sentence functions. We can conclude from this that the 
declarative type of sentence Is the most conmon, useful and productive 
of all sentence types. 

1.3 Characteristic Features of SASE-A&B 

There are higher frequenclus In SASE-A&B of SENDECLINC (Incomplete 
declarative sentences - 5.13Z compared to a zero frequency in SASE-A), 
of SENINTERJEC (5.60% compared to .30Z in SAWE-A), and SENINTERROG 
(5.A5Z compared to .80% in SAWE-A). Also, there were 5 occurrences of 
SENINTERROGINC in SASE-A&B, as opposed to no occurrences in SAWE-A. 

(1) Incomplete sentences - When the frequencies of all Incomplete 

sentences are totalled (SENDECLINC, SENINTERROGINC, SENIMPERINC) , 
we find that 5.61% of SASE-A&B sentences are Incomplete. No 
similar phenomena occurred in SAWE-A; thus we can say that this 
Is a feature unique to SASE-A&B. 

The usual criteria for the INC label was that the speaker did 
not finish what he or she started to say, because of an 
interruption or perhaps because the thought about to be expressed 
was felt by the speaker to be self-evident. Some typical 
examples in context are: 

i2i; 
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Figure 1 

SEHTENCE FUNCTIONS; SAWE-A/SASE-A&B 

SAWE-A SASE-A&B 
Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage 



SENDECL 


934 


93.78?: 


1051 


82.95% 


SENDECLINC 


0 




65 


5.13% 


SENIMPER 


34 


3.41% 


5 


0.39% 


SENIMPERINC 


0 




1 


0.08% 


SENINTERJEC 


3 


0.30Z 


71 


5.60% 


SENINTERROG 


8 


0.80% 


69 


5.45% 


SENINTERROGIMFER 


17 


0.71% 


0 




SENINTERROGINC 


0 




5 


0.39% 



TOTAL NO. OF SENTENCES: 996 100.00% 1267 99.99% 
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EX* 1 A A. 35 ... the French Canadian who speaks English 

fluently . . • would be eliminated #UH UH # and conversely 
anyone else # I th - I Chink again one thing that UH 
you will find Is ..." (# indicates a pause) 

EX. 2 A 3.62 " I haven't got the time to devote to It which I 
would like to have # because UH even on the basis of 
UH well In the past year since June of last year I've 
had ( mly six weeks of French training « • • " 

Also m many cases this type of utterance represents the 
speaker abandoning the expression of an ldea» or a 
particular means of expressing an ldea» In favour of a 
more appropriate or better thought-out utterance* 

EX. 3 B 4.1 "I've ... I have thought a lot about this 

EX. 4 B 4.36 "I t hink again one thing that UH UH 

you will find as this develops Is that UH take a 
person born In Newfoundland ..." 

EX. 6 B 4.62 '•Yes. Now this Is really the #UH // 

I don't know whether this Is the kind of an answer 

you want but wha*: I would say Is that ..." 

An Interesting feature of spoken language which Is 

indicated by Incomplete senteuces Is that a series 

of short or Incomplete sentences sometimes substitutes 

for what might be found In written language as one or 

two longer sentences with co-ordinations and subordinations. 

Look at the following consecutive SASE-A&B sentences » 
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several of which are labelled as incomplete (breaks 
between sentences as analysed are marked by slashes /): 

EX. 7B4.«0-BA.97 "ye8/#UH We have in # in our branch UH three 
days a week/a # a chap comes up from/# I think he's 
going to Ottawa "U" #/and UH he's a French-Canadian 
#/and for UH the last hour of the day UH # you can go 
over and sit 'JH around a table with him/and UH there'll 
usually be UH # half a dozen of us there/and we'll just 
# carry on a conversation " 

A comparative written passage might appear something 
like this: 

"In our branch, we have a French-Canadian Ottawa 
University student who comes for the last hour of the 
day three times a week to help us maintain our spoken 
French by having Informal conversations with us." 

Notice that what is expressed in the actual spoken 
corpus in the form of several short sentences can be 
expressed as elements qualifying a noun within one 
sentence - either a compound adjective or a relative 
clause. 

EX. 8 B 4.94 And he's a French Canadian » French-Canadian student 

EX. 9 B 4.93 I think he's going to Ottawa "U"—» Ottawa University student 

EX.10 B 4.95 B 4.96 And for the last hour of the day you can go over 
and sit around a table with him. And there'll usually 
be half a dozen of us there. And we'll just carry on a 
conversation*— A student who comes for the last ho ur 
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of the day three tlaea a week to help ue maintain our 
spoken French by having Informal converaatlons with U8» 

While these kinds of structures are acceptable and understandable 
in the context of a discussion, they would not be appropriate to written 
cotrespondence. We would expect administrative correspondence to be 
carefully and efficiently structured so as to convey the desired meaning 
most effectively. Since Incomplete sentences do not In fact occur In 
SAWE-A we can claim that they are a unique feature of SASE-A&B. 

SENINTERJEC - The higher frequency of Interjections In SASE-A&B 
reflects the relatively high frequency of short, truncated 
utterances which would be expected In a spoken corpus. Hany 
utterances labelled SENINTERJEC are not Interjections In the 
traditional sense of the word * that la, utterances which Inter- 
rupt the flow of language and which usually carry some 
emotional Impact. For example, many SENIKTERJEC ' s In SASE-A&B 
are ''Yes'' or "No" at the beginning of a sentence, or In answer 
to a question. 

EX. 1 A 1.1 7 Have you noticed any problems In this area? Not 

This Is also the case In SAWE-A, where the only three exaf!»ples 
of what can be called SENINTERJEC are: 

EX. 2 A 14. A8 Thanks. 

EX. 3 A 13.36, A 13.45 Thank you* 

All three examples occur at the end of a letter, just before the 
"Yours truly...". Usually, the kind of thing that Is expressed 
partly or wholly by a SENINTERJEC In SASE-A&B would tend to be 
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expressed by one or more full sentences In SAWE-A, The agree- 
ment expressed by these two consecutive SAWE-A sentences 
EX. A* 1) A 17,43 "My secretary informed your office yesterday that I approve 
both the loan of Mr. Guy Cot&*8 services for one month» and the 
mandate proposed by Mr. Wellbrenner •** 
2) A 17.44 'This will confirm the arrangement officially." 

might be expressed in speech, at least in part, by "Yes." 

Other examples of utterances labelled SENINTERJEC in SASE-A&B, 
in context « are: 

EX. ^A 2.28 "1 haven't had any experience with anyone who took English. 
I see ." 

EX. 6}a 1.6** "Have you ever felt this kind of resentment being too deep 
in or ... this anomie . . . 

have you ever personally felt it Mr. Redmond? Have you ... 
Could you say if you have? Generally speaking^ no. " 

We can thus state that the kind of abbreviated, often monosyllabic 
type of utterance labelled SENINTERJEC is a feature all but unique to 
SASE-A&B. 

(ill) SENINTERROG The higher frequency of interrogative sentences 

in SASE-A&B (5.45% compared to SAWE-A: 0.80%) is understandable 
because question/answer interaction is a feature of speech and 
not particularly of writing, especially administrative 
correspondence, where a whole letter might function as a question 
and another letter as a reply. 

Some typical SASE-A&B interrogative sentences are: 
EX. 1 A 2.29 What about you Mr. Tucker? 
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EX. 2 B 5.37 How about you. Sir? 

EX. 3 B 6.11 Do you feel the same way? 

EX. 4 Now then, how do we encourage this learning aspect? 
EX. 5 Have you noticed this Mr. Richardson ... 
EX, 6 I'll say It here, eh? 

These sentences are marked as Interrogatlves by subject/verb 
Inversion (EX. 3. EX. A, and EX. 5). an XVPRESIMPERS (Impersonal 
verbal expression of presentation - EX. 1 and EX. 2: "what about", 
"how about") or by the question particle "eh" (EX. 6) 
Other SENINTERROG's are signalled by Intonation: 

EX. 7 B 3.98 In Ottawa? 

EX. 8 A 2.26 You haven't had? 

We can conclude that Interrogative sentences, of the varieties noted 
above, are a characteristic feature of SASE-MB relative to SAWE-A. 

1.4 Characteristic Features of SAWE-A 

In SAWE-A there are higher frequencies, relative to SASE-A&B, of three 

sentence types: SENDECL, SENIMPER and SENINTERROGIMPER . 

(declarative (imperative (interrogative-imperative 
sentences) sentences) sentences) 

(1) SENDECL 

93.78Z of SAWE-A sentences are declaratives, as opposed to 82.95Z 
of SASE-A&B sentences. However, this does not really seem to be a 
distinct characteristic of SAWE-A. The SASE-A&B percentage is lower 
because there are more sentence function labels occurring, therefore 
the distribution of frequencies Is more widely spread. If the 
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Incomplete declarative sentences were added to the declarative 
sentences* the percentage of SENDECL in SASE-A&B would rise to 
88.082 » a figure not significantly different from the SAWE-A 
figure of 93.78Z. And if the incomplete sentences were sub-* 
tracted from the total number of SASE-A&B sentences, the declarative 
sentences would form 93*31Z of the total number of SASE-A&B sentences* 
Therefore, the only legimate observation we can make about 
SENDECL is that it forms the bulk of both SAWF-A and SASE-A4B. 

(ii) SENIMPER, SENINTERROGIMPER The other 6.22Z of SAWE-A sentences Is 
made up almost entirely of two sentence types which although not 
occurring very often, can be said to be characteristic features of 
SAWE-A. 

SENIMPER (3.41Z of SAWE-A sentences, .39% of SASE-A&B) has a 
typical form in SAWE-A: the subjectless predicate is almost 
invariably preceded by "Please". Examples follow: 

EX. 1 A 1.10 Please do not hesitate to call ... 

EX. 2 A 1.44 Please be advised that this supplement can be obtained 

from the Carswell Company Limited, Toronto, Ontario* 
EX. 3 A 3.39 Please contact Mr. C. Rowland, Room 340, Hunter Bldg. 

regarding this matter. 
EX. 4 A 3.37 Please find attached your Division's Constructior. 

Program for 1970-71. 
EX. 5 A 3.16 Please advise if further action is required by this 

office. 

Notice that not all of the example sentences actually function as 
imperatives. EX. 2, 4 and 5, while they exhibit formal similarities 
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with the others which do function as imperatives > are almost "frozen" 
expressions (i.e. Please find attached/enclosed i please be advised) and 
are not functionally imperatives. Compare the polite^ formally-phrased 
SAWE-A imperatives with this not impolite , but blunter SASE-A&B 
Imperative: 

EX. 6. A 3.38 Go back a little bit to a point Mr. Buchanan made earlier. 

It is thus clear that not only is there a higher frequency of 
imperative sentences in SAWE^A, but that the type of imperative sentence 
occurring in SAWE-A Is different than the type occurring In SASE-A&B. 

The type of sentence that was labelled SENINTERROGIMPER did not 
occur at all in SASE-A&B; its SAWE-A frequency was 1.71Z. The 
characteristic pattern was: "Would/will you kindly/please 4 VERB" 

EX. 7 A 8.41 Would you kindly let me know the number of copies you 

may want for your region. 
EX. 8 A 6.41 Would you kindly adjust your mailing list. 
EX. 9 A 6.35 Would you please ensure that ... 

EX. 10 A 16.20 Will you therefore remind your staff and district offices 

about this subject ... 
EX. 11 A 14.41 Would you kindly place on your agenda and forward your 

report at your convenience. 

Basically this type of sentence functions as an imperative (dis- 
seminates orders or requests that certain actions are to betaken), but is 
phrased, somewhat more diplomatically, as a question (I.e. with subject/ 
verb inversion) 

As this type does not seem to occur at all In SASE*A&B, we can say 
that it is probably a unique feature of SAWE-A. 
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(ill) SENINTERROG Although interrogative sentences occur more frequently 
in SASE-A&B, those interrogative sentences vhlch do occur in 
SAWE-A (comprising less than IX of the 996 SAWE-A sentences) 
are of a characteristic form: May/Can f SUBJECT f MAIN VERB..." 

EX. 1 A 13.15 May I please have your approval to do so? 

EX, 2 A 3.A5 May I, therefore, suggest that you delete the phrase 

"which is still..." from page 3... Appendix III. 
EX. 3 A 10.8 May we please have a copy of the waybill ... 
EX. 4 A 15.10 Can I have your statement of activities ... 

One exception which is mor^e typical of speech than of administrative 
writing, but which comes from a letter that was written in a particularly 
informal style, was 

EX. 5 A 18.20 But what can you do when they are all standing around 
dying to see something, anything, on the llghtboard? 
These sentences function as requests (EX. 1, EX. 3, EX. 4) 
or as in EX. 2, as a directive, phrased politely In terms of a 
suggestion. All of these sentences are of a type that is more 
polite, diplomatic and Impersonal than the SASE-A4B Interrogative 
types. So even though interrogative sentences themselves are not 
characteristic of SAWE-A, the particular form occurring in SAWE-A 
is unique to that corpus. 

In summary, the distribution of sentence functions in both 
administrative correspondence and boardroom discussion is characterized 
by a very large percentage of declarative sentences (roughly 90%). 
However, the approximately 10% of sentences remaining Is comprised of 
small numbers of sentence types which characterise each variety of 
the language, or each register. Administrative correspondence Is 
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characterized by the sentence types labelled SENINTERROGIMPER and 
SENXMPER, whereas boardroom discussion Is characterised by the types 
labelled SENINTERROG, SENINTERJEC, and SEN... INC. It is these kinds 
of structures vhlch at this level of analysis constitute distinctly 
different register-characteristics of the two varieties of English. 
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Level 2: Sentence 

2^1 Sentence Form Definitions 

In level 2 of the computer printout » sentences are formally classified 
according to the number and functional type of their constituent clauses. 
The two major types of clauses are Independent clauses which do not have a 
subordinate relationship to any other clauses and dependent clauses which 
are subordinate to other clauses at the sentence level* 

A nuclear clause Is an Independent clause within a structure in which 
there is a dependent clause that la subordinate to It, A parenthetical clause 
Is one which functions as a parenthesis In relation to the rest of the 
sentence, and may be either dependent or Independent* Thus, according to the 
above clause types, sentence forms are defined as follows; 

(1) Simple Sentence 

SENSIM CLIND ttCLIN^^AREN 

read: A simple sentence consists of a single Independent clause 

and optionally one or mere parenthetical clauses (NOTE: Only 
Nuclear Tagmemes and Non-Nuclear Tagmemes beginning with 
CL are considered hare; others are generally optional*) 

Although a simple sentence may only contain one Independent clause at 
the sentence level, other clauses may be embedded at the clause level, filling 
the same slots as words or phrases, or they may be embedded at the phrase 
livel filling modifier slots* 

In the following examples of simple sentences, the underlined parts 
are obligatory* 
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EX. 1. iCLIND 

SASE A 2.3 We're doing an analysis of spoken English 

EX. 2. -^CLIND ♦CLINDPAREN 

SASE B A. 163 HeM reached the points you see 

EX. 3. t CLIND 

SAWE A 9.33 I hope that this Information will be helpful . 
In EX. 3, t.*e simple sentence has an overall structure of a single 
Independent clause which Is composed of the functional elements 4S, 
+PRED, and -fOD. In this case, the -fOD slot Is filled by a clause, 
/CLBASWH which Is underlined twice. This clause Is embedded at the 
clause level, and Is not a sentence level structure, thus the 
resulting sentence Is still defined as a simple sentence. 

(11) Compound Sentence 

SENCOMPOUND » 4CLIND 4CLIND i^^^IND i^CLINDPAREN 

read: A compound sentence consists of at least two Independent 
clauses and optionally one or more parenthetical clauses. 
The independent clauses in a compound sertence are usually linked 
by a correlator. 

EX. 4. -^CLIND 4C0RR ^CLIND 

SAWE A 17.14 The National Parks are public lands and belong to 

all the people of Canada 
In SAWE-A, the Independent clauses may be linked by an element of 
transition. 

EX* 5 +CLIND 4ELTRANS ♦CLIND 

SAWE-A 3.15 It is quite possible that the veseel in question did 
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strike this marker ; however. It Is a fact that the winter marker was 
dragged off station Into slightly deeper water >and was submerged ♦ 

In both SAWE-A and SASE^A&B, there are cases where the Independent clauses 
have no relational element linking them at all. In SAWE-A these are considered 
compound sentences rather than two entirely separate sentences since they are 
separated by a semi-colon rather than a periods In SASE*A&B, the second 
independent clause in the structure Is typically a tag» 

EX. 6 »CLIND ^CLIND 

SASE A A,1A You're Mr> Wilson, aren't you? 
In EX* 6 9 the second clause is a question tag. 

Within compound sentences ^ as within simple sentences, other clauses may be 
embedded at the clause or phrase level. However, It Is only the constituents 
at the sentence level which are considered In classifying sentence forms* 

EX. 7 ♦ CLIND iCORR ^ CLIND 

SAWE A 9.10 They have recently sold this company and are no longe r 
in a position to consider supplying complete upgrading units. 

In EX. 7, the second Independent clause, beginning *'are no longer. 

contains a clause which fills a qualifier at the phrase level ("to consider..,") 

(Ill) Complex Sentence 

SENCOMPLFX » -^-CLNUC -fCLDEP 4CLDEP fCLNUC fCLINDPAREN 

read: A complex sentence consists of at least one nuclear clause 
and one dependent clause and optionally a parenthetlca,V clause. 
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A sentence is considered to be complex If and only if one clause Is subordinate 
to another at that level. In other words dependent clauses must be embedded 
in the sentence structure. As pointed out In the discussion of simple sentences » 
one or more clauses may be embedded in the clause structure (level 3), or the 
phrase structure (level A) and yet the resulting structure is not a true 
complex sentence. 

EX. 8 SENSIM 

SAWE-A 4.15 I hope that you have now received themt 
In EX. 8, the functional constituents at the clause level are tS, ♦PRED, 
♦OD. The underlined clause is a /CLBASWH filling the ^Ol> slot, thus it is a 
clause which is embedded at the rlause level. The overall structure at the 
sentence level is a single independent clause, resulting in the formal 
classification +SENSIM. 

EX. 9 SENCOMPLEX 

SAWE-A 12.49 If I can find the relevant newspaper clippings at home 
I will bring them into the office. 

In EX, 9, the underlined conditional clause is subordinate to the rest of the 
sentence. Thus, it is a clauce which is embedded at the sentence level and 
the overall structure of the sentence consists of a dependent clause and c 
nuclear clause, resulting in the formal classification -i-SENCOMPLEX. 

(Iv) Elliptical Complex Sentence 

SENCOMPLEXELL ► i-CLDEP ^CLDEP iCLIND^ARJEN 

read: An elliptical complex sentence consists of at least one 
dependent clause and optionally a parenthetical clause. 
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An elliptical complex sentence Is one in which the nuclear clause is ellided 
so that we have a clause showing a dependent relationship » as indicated by a 
subordinator, but no other clause in the sentence to which it is subordinate. 

EX, 10 tCLDEP 

SASE B 2.63 Because they have French all day here . 

In EX. 10 "because" is a subordinator , indicating a causal relationship, but 
there is no other clause in the sentence on which it is dependent. 

m 

EX. 11 +CLDEP -^ELTRANS ^CLINDPAREN 

SASE A 4.44 If we may be^in with the first item on the agenda 
(and as you suggested it's rather a general one) The Effects of 
English Language Teaching on Staff. 

In EX. 11, a conditional relationship is indicated by the subordinator "if'\ 
but there Is no other clause on which this clause is dependent. 

NOTE: Only two examples of SENCOMPLEXELL exist in SAWE-A, neither of which 
is typical. 

(v) Compound-Complex Sentences 

SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX » i-CLDEP »CLNUC -^CLIND 

read: A compound-complex sentence must contain a nuclear clause, 
a dependent clause, and an independent clause. 

A compound-^complex sentence is essentially an independent clause compounded 
with a complex sentence structure. The Independent clause is usually linked 
by a coir r, but there are examples in SAWE-A where it is merely 
separated <emi-colon. 
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EX* 12 ♦CLIND +CORR s ^CLDEP ^CLNUC 

SAWE A 2*6 I understand a copy of this paper was forwarded to you 
but In case It has been mi slaid I am forwarding an extra copy * 

In EX# 12 y the first clause » which is underlined once» is the independent 
clause. It Is linked by a correlator to the rest of the sentence* The rest 
of the sentence consists of a dependent clausei underlined twice , which is 
subordinate to the nuclear clause, underlined three times , resulting in the 
overall structure of a SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX* 

EX. 13, 1 -CLIND ^CLNUC 4CLDEP 

SAWE A 20.8 I have indicated my suggested corrections in red pencil; 
please feel free not to acc e pt if you dis jag ree with them . 



In EX. 13, the first clause is the Independent clause* The rest of the 
sentence, following the semi-colon, has the overall structure of a SENCOMPLEX. 
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Di stribution of Sentence Forms and Comparlaon of Features at Level 2 

The distributions of sentence forma in SASE-A&B and SAWE-A were found to 
be different at the ,001 level of significance. This Implies that we are In 
fact, dealing with two populations representing two different registers of 
the language, rather than two samples actually belonging to the same population 
Having determined that such a difference exists between the two corpora. It is 
necessary to further Investigate where. In terms of the individual forms, the 
contrasts occur and the implications that are Involved. 

Within the two corpora, SENCOMPOUND, SENCOMPLEX, and SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 
are proportionately more frequent in SAWE-A. On the other hand SENSIM and 
SENCOMPLEXELL are more frequent in SASE-A&B. Thus, in an overview of sentence 
forms, it appears that in SAWE-A sentences are constn^cted in a more complex 
manner, making greater use of coordination and subordination in order to 
combine clauses into sentences. SASE-A&B, on the other hand appears to have 
more simple sentences; that is clauses are not closely coordinated and sub- 
ordinated at this level to form sentences. Furthermore, minor sentences are 
more frequent in SASE, Indicating the tendency to leave portions of sentences 
unsaid * 

However, it is not clear whether ^^ihis tendency toward simplicity is 
actually a feature of the spoken corpus or whether it has been imposed by the 
analyst in breaking up the discourse. Whereas punctuation provides strict 
criteria for sentences in SAWE* in SASE the approach is not as clear-cut. The 
decision as to what constitutes a "sentence" in spoken language could not be 
clearly formulated In the analysis of SASE-A&B. The decision leans rather 
heavily on the intuition of the individual analyst. Crystal and Davy also 
recognized this problem in their study of English stylistics. "Informal 
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conversation is characterized by a large number of loosely coordinated clauses » 
the coordination being structurally ambiguous: It Is an open question as to 
whether one takes these as sequences of sentences or as single compound 
sentences/' Obviously^ how we interpret our data must depend on which of 
these solutions was previously decided upon. It seems that with the SASE-A&B 
corpus » the former solution was decided upon* That Is, what could be Inter- 
preted as coordinated clauses tended to be broken up into sequences of sentences, 
loosely linked by elements of transition* 

This poses a problem in comparing the SASE data with the SAWE data since 
the same criteria were not used for aoth. 

EX. 1 SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX >-K:LIND -^ELTRANS -»CLIND -t-CORR -»CLNUC -iCLPEP 

SAWE-A 18,49 Those public servants, through exigencies of duty, who arc not 
granted leave by their supervisors, having made prior 
application to their supervisors, shall be permitted to carry 
over that leave which was not granted Into the following 
fiscal year, however , it is intended vacation leave should oe 
taken during the fiscal year it is earned and every effort 
will be made to see this leave is granted during the period 
requested. 

EX. 2 

SASE A 2.33 I suppose he did absorb a lot of English culture (so to 
speak) in Toronto* 

S/\ SE A 2.34 However he has been employed in the Toronto headquarters in 
the meteorological service since that time. 

SASE A 2.35 And well I recently had the occasion to read a paper he had 
prepared . 
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SASE A 2>36 And I was rather Impressed with his use of English • 

EX* 1 Is a compound-complex sentence from SAWE*A which Is linked together In 
two places, by an element of transition and a correlator. EX. 2» on the other 
hand» Is a set of four simple sentences from SASE-A In sequential order, which 
are linked by elements of transition. In SASE, the decision whether It Is a 
''logical relator" which linked together two sentences, or It Is a "correlator" 
between clauses was largely left up to the analyst. Although It was not 
entirely explicit as to what a SENCOMPOUND actually was it Is apparent from 
the divisions In the transcripts (see EX. 2) that there was a strong tendency 
to break compound structures Into simple sentences. 

Thus we see how the apparent tendency toward simplicity, based on our 
analytical data may not be representative of the characteristic feature of 
speech* The relatively high proportion of SENSIM (simple sentences) and the 
relaulvely low proportion of SENCOMPOUND (compound sentences) In SASE-A&B as 
compared to SAWE-A will have been affected by this. Similarly, the relatively 
low proportion of SENCOMPLEX (complex sentences) and the relatively high pro- 
portion of SENCOMPLEXELL (elliptical complex sentences) in SASE-A&B as 
compared to SAWE-A may have been affected by the breakirg up of structures 
with dependent relationships to be analyzed as separate sentenc(.s in SASE-A&B. 

EX. 3 

1) SENCOMPLEX 

SASE B 2.52 But If I have my family along there are objections. 

2) SENCOMPLEXELL 

SASE B 2.53 Because they'd rather listen to an English language. 
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In EX- 3, sentence (2) has been labelled SENCOMPLEXELL on the criterion that 
there Is no nuclear clause In the sentence to which the dependent clause is 
subordinate. However, when we look at its context within the discourse, we 
find that it is actually dependent on the previous sentence. Since there were 
no rigid criteria previously set up as to the breaking up of dependent 
relationships between clauses into dependent relationships between sentences, 
we do not know whether this was done in any consistent manner. Furthermore, 
the discourse was divided into sentences mainly according to the transcripts 
and not the original tapes, so that non-verbal cues, such as intonation, were 
not taken into account. Thus it seems that our inferences based on the 
SENCOMPLEX and SENCOMPLEXELL data are also dependent on the criteria for 
dividing the discourse into sentences. 

Possibly a better way to approach this entire issue of coordination and 

subordination would hr^ to disregard sentence breaks altogether and concentrate 

on the system of clause linkage within the discourse. Cook, when talking 

about coordination in tagmemic analysis, poses the problem in the following 

manner. ''The schema is accurate for compound words and coordinate phrases, but 

suggests some indeterminacy between clause and sentence levels, where the 

coordination of clauses results in a compound sentence and raises the question 

2 

whether clauses and sentences are really distinct levels." Thus, in ridding 
ourselves of sentence constraints, we might be able to get a more accurate 
picture of the systems of coordination and subordination within the discourse. 
Furthermore, it would provide us with common ground for comparing such relation- 
ships in SAWE-A and SASE-A&B. 
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Another consequence arising from the breaking up of the discourse in 
SASE-A&B is that the data on elements of transition is difficult to inter- 
pret. In SASE-A&B, elements of transition occur initially in 31.07% of all 
sentences, as compared with 2.4% in SAWE-A. Thus, we see an apparent 
tendency within the spoken discourse to link sentences to each other by means 
of relators such as "and", "but", "now", " however" , " well" , "so", etc. 
However, many of the elements of transition which link sentences in SASE-A&B 
are formally identical to the correlators and elements of transition between 
clauses in SAWE-A and in terms of the discourse, have the same function as 
well. In fact, wft do find that there are more elements of transition 
(-fELTRANS) in medial positions in SAWE*A (0.6% of all sentences In SAWE have 
elements of transitions between clauses as compared with 0.07% in SASE-A4B)» 
but this does not account for those correlators (-#C0RR) which are actually 
the same thing as 4ELTRANS in SASE. Again, disregarding sentence constraints 
we may get a better view of the types and distribution of logical relators 
in the discourse. If we may consider 4ELTRANS and 4C0RR as having the same 
function at level 2, we may integrate the two labels and compare the entire 
system of logical relationships between the two corpora, starting off with 
common criteria for what we are looking at. 

Thus it seems reasonable to group correlators and elements of transition 
all together and look at them as "logical relators" between clauses* As a 
result of this, we find a greater tendency within the SASE-A&B discourse to 
link clauses by means of such relators. In SASE-A&B, 28.11% of all clauses 
at level 2 are linked to the previous clause by means of a "logical relator" 
as compared with 14.88% in SAWE-A. 

Within this class of logical relators, there are two major ty7es - 
1) those filled by adverbs or adverbial expressions and 2) those filled by 
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coordinate conjunctions. The adverbial type Includes such manifestations as: 
vell ^ hovcver » now» for example » furthermore , additionally , In other words » 
that is . The coordinate conjunction forms are basically " and" , '^ but' \ "so**. 
SASE-A&B has proportionately more of the adverbial type of relators, and the 
difference in the coordinate conjunction type is insignificant. This may be 
due to the fact that we tend to fill "pauses" in spoken language by means of 
"logical relators", especially those of the adverbial type. Without the use 
of these relators, which are often totally meaningless, linguistically speaking, 
our speech lacks fluency* In written language, on the other hand, these 
relators tend to be used more discriminately • 

A second point of comparison at level 2 is the system of subordination. 
Subordinate clauses may be of three types: 

(i) Dependency is overtly marked by a subordinator 

EX. 1 SAWE A 2,A6 

If additional information is required please let me know. 
The underlined clause Is the subordinate clause, marked by the 
condition subordinator "if". 

(11) Participial clause with subordinate relationship to nuclear clause. 

EX> 2. SASZ B 3.103 

At the same time, I feel sometimes very embarrassed to speak 
my French correctly thinking It^s so faulty . 

The underlined clause is subordinate, having a causal relationship 
to the nuclear clause. 
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(Hi) Intinitive clause with subordinate relationship to nuclear clause 

EX> 3 SASE-B 2,102 

You've got enough to do that . 
The underlined clause is subordinate ^ its relationship to the 
nuclear clause being one of purpose > 

These three types make up the group of dependent clauses at level 2, SAWE-A 
has significantly more dependent clauses than SASE-A4B, thus we may say that 
the written corpus shows a greater tendency towards subc inatlon than does 
the spoken corpus. This may reflect a greater tendency towards organization 
In writing in that dependencies are well thought out and represented in the 
sentence structure. In spoken language* on the other hand, we may tend to 
lose sight of closeAy linked dependent relationships, expressing them 
independently of each other. 

Another Bspect of level 2 sentence structure Is complexity. (For an 
explanation of the variables influencing complexity and the indexing system, 
see Appendix 8 on Complexity). The lowest ranking structures in both SASE 
and SAWE have complexities of 1/0 (i.e. depth a 1, no discontinuities). 
In SASE, the highest ranking structure is about 15/1.1 (depth - 15, 1 dis- 
continuity, value of bracketted element =1); in SAWE the complexity may go as 
high as 18/0. These figures are only tentative since the entire complexity 
index is not as yet in the printout, but they would Indicate that structures 
may grow more complex in SAWE. The major question, however, is that of 
the distribution of complexities, (i.e. Are there a greater number of more 
complex structures occurring in SAWE than in SASE?) With the index of 
complexity in the printout, we may access this information easily. 
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At level 2, we may also be Interested in the distribution of sentences 
according to the number of words per sentence. This information as compiled 
by computer, is available along with the Phase III printout. 

In SAWE-A, the average number of words per sentence is approximately 29, 
as compared with lA in SASE-A+B. Sentences in SAWE-A range from 1 word to 
84 words. In SASE-A+B, they range from 1-77 words. Thus we see a general 
tendency for sentences to be shorter within the spoken corpus. That is, longer 
sentences are more frequent in SAWE-A. (See: Figure 2). 

The interpretation of this information depends on the validity of the 
sentence breaks within the discourse, as explained previously. However, in as 
much as the criteria for sentences may not correspond between the two corpora, 
the sentence breaks in SASE-AfB do represent some sort of break in fluency 
within the discourse. These breaks in fluency are more common within the 
spoken corpus than within the written corpus, thus we may conclude that written 
language is somewhat more coherent thar speech. 

Figure 2 

HIGH RANKING SENTENCES ACCORDING TO 
NUMBER OF WORDS PER SENTENCE 



SAWE-A SASE-A&B 

NO. OF WORDS TOTAL NO. OF WORDS TOTAL 

PER SENTENCE SENTENCES PER SENTENCE SENTENCES 

24 A9 7 72 

20 43 6 66 
16 38 10 66 

14 34 9 64 

15 34 1 62 
23 34 14 61 

21 39 15 61 
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L evel 3: Clause 

3.1 Notes on Clause Functions 

There are four categories of clause functions • These are: 1) Independent 
Clauses (CLIND) 2) Nuclear Clauses (CLNUC) Dependent Clauses (CLDEP) and 
A) Parenthetical Clauses (CLINDPAREN) . 

(1) An Independent Clause Is a clause which is neither subordinate to any 
other clause nor has any other clause subordinate to it» 

EX- 1. SASE-B 5.94 

I suppose it's not an Insunnoun table probJem . 

(ii) A Nuclear Clause is a clause within a sentence construction in which 
there Is a dependent clause that is subordinate to it. 

EX. 2. SASE-A 4.52 

When he joined us he spoke nothing but French . 

(ixi) A Dependent Clause is a clause which is subordinate to another clause 
in the sentence construction. 

EX. 3. SAWE-A 5.29 

As previously stated this is no longer in existence. 

(iv) A Parenthetical Claus e is one which functions as a parenthesis in 
relation to the rest of the sentence and^ despite the "IND** in the 
label 9 may be either dependent or independent, 

EX. 4. 1) SASE-A 1.88 

I have too many notions about the subject, I *m afraid . 

2> 5ASE-A 2.13 

Now, you can an^ver this. If you wish , from a personal 
point of view. 
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Clause functions are found at levels two or three in the analysis* At 
level two, they describe the functional components of sentences and define the 
sentence form. For example, a simple sentence is one which is composed of one 
independent clause and optionally one or more parenthetical clauses. At level 
thvee, clauses may be constituents of complex clauses, compound clauses, or 
compound-complex clauses. That is, a complex clause may be composed of nuclear 
and dependent clauses; a compound clause is one in which independent clauses 
are coordinated; and a compound-complex clause is a complex clause coordinated 
with an independent clause. These compound-complex clause forms occur only 
where there is more cohesion between the constituents than there is between 
other clauses at the sentence level. This usually occurs with a complex clause 
form filling a dependent clause in a complex sentence construction. Thus, since 
the entire complex clause is a dependent clause, the nuclear clause at level 
tnree may have certain properties that are not possible at level two. For 
example, at level three, a nuclear clause may contain a subordinator , which if: 
indicative of a dependent function. This is uot possible at level two since 
nuclear clauses are never subordinate to another clause. 

EX. 5. SAWE-A 11.20 

I am afraid you will have to visit Montreal in order to carry out 
detailed research as you would have to refer to a large variety of 
sources here to cover the career of McLaren . 

In EX. 5, the underlined clause is a CLCOMPLEX filling a CLDEP (dependent clause) 
at the sentence level. The nuclear clause at level 3 (i.e., the nuclear con- 
stituent of the complex clause) is underlined once and the dependent clause is 
underlined twice. However, since the whole complex clause has a subordinate 
relationship at level two, the nuclear clause begins with the subordinator "as". 
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3»2 Clause Form Definitions ^ 

In Part 1 of the Level 3 printout all clauses are listed, grouped 
according to their form labels. Each clause was analyzed as one of the 
following clause forms. 

CLBAS (Basic Clause) 

- a clause unmarked by any features such as passive, elliptical, etc. 
* must constitute one +PRED (predicate) 

- FRED must constitute one of the following verb forms /XVI, /XVlI, 
/XVIII, r /XVIV (i.e. verbal expressions I, II, III or IV) 

- may also constitute -i-S (subject), +0D (direct object) ^01 
(indirect object) 

(ii) CLEQUAT (Equative Clause). 

- unmarked clause, constituting an equative verb form (XW) 

- must constitute one ^^PRED, and either +PREDADJ (predicate 
adjective) or +PREDNOM (predicate nominative) 

- may also constitute +S (subject). 

(iii) CLPASS (Passive Clause) 

- clause marked by a passive transformation. 

- must constitute one fPRED 

- may also constitute ^S, -f AGENT, 40D, W 

(^v) CLIMPERS (Impersonal Clause) 

- clause marked by tPRED filled by /PHVIMPERS (impersonal verbal 
phrase) 

- must constitute one +PRED, and at least one 

- may also constitute +01, +AGENT, +PREDADJ, 4PREDN0M 
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(v) CLELL (Elliptical Clause) 

- clause constituting an elliptical (or understood) predicate. 

- may constitute i-S, ♦OD, -••01, 4PREDADJ, -^PREDNOM 

(vi) CLMONO ("Mono" clause) 

- does not constitute a -fPRED, either present or understood 
short, interjection-type utterance. 

(vii) CLCOMPLEX. CLCOMPOUND^ CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 

- clauses consisting of two or more predicates 

- structures parallel with SENCOMPLEX, SENCOMPOUND, etc. 
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3.3 Distribution of Clauses According to Form and Cotnparlaon of Features at 
Level 3 > (See Figure 3) 

As might be expected, CLBAS (Basic Clause), the major group of unmarked 

clause forme, is the most commonly-occurring clause form 1n both SASE-A&B 

(67.95%) and SAWE-A (5A.17%). The CLBAS label applies to a vast range of 

structures, including structures constituting four out of five possible 

kinds of verb types /XVI (with -f-OD) , /XVll (with -i-OI) , /XVIIl (no 01 or OD) , 

4 

and /XVIV (both +0D and +01) . CLMONOs ("mono" clause) occur least 
frequently In both corpora (2.18% of SASE-A&B clauses, and only .10% of 
SAWE-A clauses). The kind of structure represented by CLMONO is not 
strictly a clause construction, and is quite limited in terms of varieties 
of forms. 

In order to discover what significant differences exist between the 
distribution of clause forms in SASE-A&B and in SAWE-A, a Chi Square test 
of statistical significance was done. It was found that: 

(i) There is no significant difference in distribution between 
the two corpora for two kinds of clause form groups; the 
CLIMPERS group (A. 89% of SASE-A&B clauses, 4.74% of SAWE-A 
clauses), and the CLCOMPLEX/CLCOMPOUND/CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 
group (2.81% SASE-A&B, 3.38% - SAWE-A)* However upon closer 
examination of the kinds of clauses actually represented by 
the CLIMPERS label, t becomes evident that within the CLIMPERS 
group there are structures occurring more frequently in SASE-A&B 
and others occurring more frequently in SAWE-A. 
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Figure 3 

DISTRIBUTION OF CLAUSES ACCORDING TO FORM 



a) SAWE-A: ADMINISTRATIVE CORRESPONDENCE 



?ANK 


CLAUSE FORM 




FREq. 


PERCENTAGE 


1 


CLBAS GROUP 




1553 


54.17 


2 


CLP ASS GROUP 




679 


23.68 


3 


CLEQUAT GROUP 




335 


11.68 


4 


CLIMPERS GROUP 




136 


4.74 


5 


CLCOMPLEX* (etc.) 


GROUP 


97 


3.38 


6 


CLELL GROUP 




6A 


2.23 


7 


CLMONO 




3 


.10 








2867 


99.98% 




* Including CLCOMPLEX 


, CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX. 






b) SASE-A&B: FORMAL /INFORMAL DISCUSSION 




RANK 


CLAUSE FORM 




FREq. 


PERCENTAGE 


1 


CLBAS GROUP 




2028 


67.95 


2 


CLEQUAT GROUP 




461 


15.42 


3 


CLIMPERS GROUP 




146 


4.89 


4 


CLP ASS GROUP 




107 


3.58 


5 


CLELL GROUP 




94 


3.15 


6 


CLCOMPLEX* (etc.) 


GROUP 


84 


2.81 


7 


CLMONO 




65 


2.18 








2985 


99.98% 



* Including CLCOMPLEX, CLCOMPOUND, CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX. 
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There are three kinds of clauses analyzed as CLIMPERS: (see 
Figure 4) . 



Fi gure 4 



CLIMPERS STRUCTURES 



Type of CLIMPERS 

It ... 

There . . . 

.^VRESIMPEHS 

Others 

Total CLIMPERS 



SASE-A&B 

53 (36.30%) 

87 (59.59%) 

4 ( 2.74%) 

2 ( 1.37%) 
146 



SAWE-A 

93 (68.38%) 
43 (31.62%) 
0 



* * 

NS 
NS 
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EX. 1 SASE-A 2.4 There are many things we want to do. 

■fPRED ♦$ 
/PHVIMPERS /PHN 

Typical characteristics of this type are that the Impersonal phrase begins 

with "there", and the subject function Is usually filled by a nominal 

phrase . 

EX. 2 SAWE-A 1.17 It Is requested that an extension be granted ... 



■•■PRiJD 
/PHVIMPERS 



/CLPASSWH 



Here, the Impersonal phrase begins with "It" and the subject Is filled 
by a clause . 

EX. 3 SASE-A 1.67 He re Is a whole area that I don't think he Is prepared fo 



+PRED 
/XVPRESIMPERS 



/PHN 



.15.' 
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This type occurs very Infrequently; it Is characterized by an XVPRESIMPERS 
(verbal expression of presentation) which includes such expressions as "how 
about", "what about", "here's", etc. It is probably a very limited class. 

The last type is unique to SASE-A&B, although It occurs infrequently 
there as well (A examples, 2,7A%), It would seem to be a characteristic 
structure of spoken language > although it would probably be found occur- 
ring more frequently in informal speech than in formal speech, 

■ 

The first type "there are ..." occurs more frequently in SASE^AiB. 
(59.59% as opposed to SAWE^A 31.62%), It would seem to be a typical 
spoken expression. SASE-A&B examples: 

EX. 4 1) A 3.75 There wouldn't be time. 

2) B A. 96 There'll usually be a half dozen of us there. 

The second type - "it is ..." occurs more frequently in SAWE-A 
(68.38% compared to 36.30% in SASE-A&B). It is a form which woi Id seem to 
be very useful in administrative writing, as it is a construction which 
does not necessitate identifying persons involved. Somehow, it is 
considered more "polite", "businesslike", "official" and more "appropriate" 
to comnunlcate requests, orders, denials of permission, suggestions, etc., 
using Impersonal, non-committal forms such as: 

EX. 5 1) SAWE-A 12.29 it would be appreciated if . . . 

2) SAWE-A 18.13 it is desirable that . . 

3) SAWE-A 1.17 it is requested that ... 

A) SAWE-A 1A.35 it should be noted that ... 

Many of these constructions also have a passive form (as in 1, 3 and A of 
EX* 5 above), a form which is highly favoured in administrative correspondenc 



158 



- 146 - 



Constraints imposed by the analytical model specified that clauses con- 
stituting both impersonal and passive structures be labelled as Impersonals. 

(11) Clearly unique features of SASE-A&B, in relation to SAWE-A are 
higher frequencies of CLBAS (Basic Clause) (67.95%: 54.17%), 
CLEQUAT (Equatlve Clause) (15.42%: 11.68%) and CLMONO ("Mono" 
Clause) (2.18%: .10%), as well as a slightly higher frequency 
of CLELL (Elliptical Clause) (3.15%: 2.23%) 

EX. 6 CLBAS 1) A 5.17 You never finish learning English. 

2) B 5.36 You can usually find that there's a little bit 

of time. 

3) B 4.24 I'd review them again. 

EX. 7 CLEQUAT 

1) A 1.12 That's perfectly acceptable. 

2) A 3.26 He's normally subordinate to me. 

3) B 4.115 It's a move in the right direction. 

EX. 8 CLMONO 

1) A 1.17 No. 

2) B 2.107 Alright. 

3) B 1.56 Oh. definitely. 

EX. 9 CLELL 1) B 4.136 Yes, terribly frustrated. 
:) A 2,50 if any 



We would expect a spoken variety to make great use of the two basic, 
unmarked" clause types, CLBAS and CLEQUAT. 
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The other two kinds of clauses which occur more frequently in SASE-A4B» 
CLMONO and CLELL, are even simpler structures, to the point of lacking a 
predicate. Both types rely heavily on fuller linguistic contexts beyond 
the sentence in the speech situation for interpretation. All four clause 
types probably represent the simplest ways of saying things, of cotmnunicat- 
ing. In speech situations such as discussions, where the need to communicate 
is immediate^ the speaker is more likely to choose simple, uncomplicated 
structures which are efficient and economical to code and decode. Listeners 
do not have as much time to go back over what has been said in order to 
decipher messages as readers of a piece of writing can go back over what 
they have read. Listeners must rely on their rremories to recall the 
previous sentence, whereas readers have only to glance back at the previous 
1 ine . 

(ill) One unique feature of SAWE-A is apparent in the area of clause 
forms - a considerably higher frequency of CLPASS (23.68% as 
opposed to 3.58% in SASE-A&B) . Some typical passive clause 
constructions in SAWE-A are: 

EX. 10 i- S ir-PRED 1) A 2,21 Your application is approved 

2) A 4.35 A brief explanation is required 

3) A 9.50 A survey will be carried out ... 

EX. 11 » PRED (mainly a CLPASSWH construction) 

1) A 1.27 We have received the attached reports of the 

Conciliation Boards established to deal with the 
above disputes. 

2) A 3,18 We have received the cost details submitted , 

3) A 6.44 Attached please find letter dated 26-6-69, 
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There are several possible explanations for this high percentage of passive 
clauses in administrative writing. First of all» even though they are more 
complicated transf ormationally, passive clauses are considered by native 
speakers as befitting and appropriate to this particular style* 

Secondly, a passive clause construction often represents, as do the 
impersonal clauses, a more polite, diplomatic, less confrontation-oriented 
choice than a parallel basic or equative clause construction. It makes it 
possible for the writer to avoid making reference to him- or herself as 
authorizer, requester, etc., or to the person(s) who are the object of the 
authorization, request, etc., thus softening the impact of orders and other 
such messages. For example, compare these actual SAWE-A passive clauses 
with the following parallel basic or equative clauses: 

EX. 12 1) A 2.2A Your application will be cancelled. 

2) A 2.43 Your cooperation is appreciated. 

3) A 7.81 No overtime is to be worked, 

la) We/I/ the Selection Board (etc.) will cancel your application 
2a) We/I/the Department (etc.) would appreciate your cooperation 
3a) The employees are not to work overtime. 

The second set is blunter, less polite, more personal and seems to have a 
more emotional tone. It would therefore tend to be met with more emotional 
reactions (thus, possibly less cooperation) than the passive counterparts 
which are impersonal and dispassionate. 

The passive form also allows more evasiveness and non-commitment, which are 
often essential for smoothing out intricate administrative processes. 
Consider the following SAWE-A clause: 
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EX, 13 SAWE- A 1>39 In due course the report will be published . 

Here the vrlter is not constrained to specify who will be responsible for 
publishing the report, whereas in a parallel basic clause construction, 
the expected publisher's name would be obligatory, as it would fill the 
subject slot, ( will publish the report in due course,) 

Distribution of clauses according to numb er of nuclear tagmemes (see Figure 5 
At Level 3 the nuclear tagmetnes are: 

i-S (subject) -rPRED (predicate), ^^OD (direct object), ^01 (indirect object), 
1-PREDADJ (predicate adjective), i^PREDNOM (predicate nominative) and rAGENT 
(agent in passive clauses)* In Part 2 of the Level 3 printout, clauses were 
grouped together according to the number of nuclear tagmemes manifested In 
each clause construction. (See Notes on the Analytical Model and Format of 
Phase III Printout^ Chapters IV and V), 

Although the number of nuclear tagmemes constituting a clause is not 
necessarily related to its complexity^, on an overall basis, we would expect 
to find higher frequencies of clauses with few nuclear tagmemes in the 
spoken corpus, and higher frequencies of clauses with more nuclear tagmemes 
in the written corpus. 
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Figure 5 

FREQUENCIES OF CLAUSES GROUPED ACCORDING TO 
NUMBER OF NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

a) SAWE-A : ADMINISTRATIVE WRITING 





Freq. 


Percentage 


No Nuclear Tagmemes 


11 


.40 


1 Nuclear Tagmeme 


307 


11 .08 


2 Nuclear Tagmemes 

3 Nuclear Tagmemes 


1 ,018 
1,241 


36.74) 

) 81.53Z 
44.79) 


4 Nuclear Tagmemes 


173 


6.24) 
) 

.43) 7.00Z 
) 

.33) 


5 Nuclear Tagmemes 


12 


6-9 Nuclear Tagmemes 


9 


TOTAL NO. OF CLAUSES 


2.771 


100.01% 


b) SASE-A&B: FORMAL/INFORMAL DISCUSSION 






Freq. 


Percentage 


No Nuclear Tagmemes 


99 


3.41 


1 Nuclear Tagmeme 


184 


6.34 


2 Nuclear Tagmemes 

3 Nuclear Tagmemes 


994 
1,521 


34.26) 

) 86.69% 
52.43) 


4 Nuclear Tagmemes 


90 


3.10) 
) 

.31) 3.55% 
) 

.41) 


5 Nuclear Tagmemes 


9 


6 Nuclear Tagmemes 


4 


TOTAL NO. OF CLAUSES 


2,901 


99.99% 



ERIC 



- 151 - 



Clauses with two or three nuclear tagroemes comprise the highest per- 
centage of all clauses in both SAWE-A (81.53Z) and SASE-A&B (86.69X). 
High-irequency clause constructions of this core group are listed here with 
examples.^ (For fuller details, see Appendix 9 end Appendix 10) 

S ASE-A»B 

(i) »S »PRED *0D (29.022 of all clauses) 
EX. 1 1) B2.69 . . tals makes quite a difference . 

2) A5.16 I would say pretty much the same for Engllah 

(ii) *-S ^-PRED (18.09% of all clauses) 
EX. 2 1) A3. 98 I see . 

2) B4.51... ways whereby this is done . 

(iii) iPRF D ♦OP (10.30% of all clauses) 
EX. 3 1) B6.49 ...it takes six years to learn the language . 

2) A2.85 ... hearing French in the hallway really doesn't bother 
anybody . 

(iv) ¥S -iPRED »PREDADJ (7.82% of all clauses) 
EX. 4 1) B5.109 I'm very for t unate in my case . 

2) A2.31 And Ibis one , I think, was rather uniq ue in that — 

(v) fPRED ^PREDNOM (5.68% of all clauses) 

EX.5 1) B5.1 That's a goo d beginning . 

2) A2.88 Most of these civil servants are our former students , 
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SAWE-A 

(1) VS »PRED 40D (21.29% of all clauses) 
EX. 6 1) A2.6 I am forwarding an extrg copy . 

2) A15.32 The forecast should reflect the most likely situation 
in_tlie following categorlfijs. . 
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(ii) •►S 4PRED (15.087. of all clauses) 



EX. 7 1) A 12, 10 . . . the features you have proposed. 



2) A 3.49 



Copies of the replies and coninents received are 



attached. 



(ill) -^PRED -.-GD (13.86% of all clauses) 



EX. 8 



A U.7 



The committee formed to review the code stress basis 



(iv) *S -^PRED -hPREDADJ (6.57X of all clauses) 



EX. 9 1) A 6.19 



Supported material is dutiable. 



2) A 3.28 



I am aware that there has been some dissatisfaction 



concerning rates charged for this equipment . 



Clauses with four or more nuclear tagmemes occur with a higher frequency 
in SAWE-A (7.00%) than in SASE-A&B (3.55%). Also, clauses with 7, 8, and 9 
nuclear tagmemes occur only in SAWE-A (although they occur very infrequently) 
Some examples of clauses with many nuclear tagmemes ... 

SAWE-A 

(i) tS -^PRED -i-OD -t-OD -fOD -t-OD 

EX. 10 A 15.35 This forecast should be based on normal progress , 




conditions, etc. 



(11) 



rS +5 tS *S *S tPRED 



EX. 



11 A 15.34 Possible delays in program approval, the tender or 



design stage, site problems, bad weather, strikes, etc 



are to be considered. 
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':ot<. th,jt cv.n when multiple +5 or occui In SAWE-A, each one can be filled 
by up to 6-word nominal expressions, whereas similar examples of multiple 
nuclear tagmemes in SASE-A&3 (below) tend toward one-word expressions. 

SASE-A&B 

(i) 1-S -t-PRED 1-PREDADJ *PREDADJ -t-PREDADJ ♦PREDAtJ 

EX. 12 A 3.18 His attitude has been rigid ^ dogmatic, arrogant, and 

rather uncomplimentary . 

(ii) -»S 4-S +S ^^S »PRED -^PREDADJ 

EX. 13 B 1. 106 ... music , intonation, pronunciation, and so on 

are extremely Important . 



Clauses with no nuclear tagmemes occur with a higher frequency in 
SASE-A&B (3.41Z) than in SAWE-A (.40%). Some SASE-A&B examples are: 

EX. 14 -k:vloc 

/PHPREF 
B A. 109 In this area. 

EX. 15 -(.CVPURP 
/PHPREP 

B 3.23 To what end? 

EX. 16 -^INTERJEC 
/INTERJ 

A 1.31 Fine. 

Some S A WE-A examples are: 

EX. 17 +CVTIME tCVSIT 

/ADVTIME /XADVSIT 

A 12.10 ... the system now in use . 

EX. 18 ^-CVCAUSE 
/PRONREL 

A 11.11 ... a request. .. stating. .. reasons why . 

Kit; 
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Notice that the SASE^A&B 0-nuclear tagmeme clauses are more or less 
Independent uttermces, whereas the SAWE-A clauses tend to be "embedded" 
elliptical clauses. that is, the SAWE^A 0 nuclear tagmeme clauses are part 
of complex sentence construction, whereas the SASE-A&ii clauses represent 
minor sentence constructions. 

Two unexpected features of th. distribution of clauses are that there 
are more clauses with only one nuclear tagmeme in SAWE-A and there are more 
clauses with three nuclear tagmemes in SASE-A&B* However, these patterns 
aie accounted for by the distribution of clauses according to clause type 
(CLBAS vs. CLEQUAT vs, CLIMPERS vs. CLPASS, etc.) Because there are so many 
CLPASS in SAWE-A as opposed to SASE-A&B, and because the "FRED'' construction 
is one of the typical CLPASS constructions in SAWE'-A (especially CLPASSWH) , 
the large number of l--nuclear tagmeme clauses is largely a reflection of 
this large group of CLPASS constructions (PRED) . 

Similarly, there are significantly higher frequencies of CLBAS and 
CLEQUAT in SASE-A&B, and since the high-frequency constructions of both 
these clause types are 3-nucl2ar tagmeme constructions (CLBAS: -»S -fPRED -fOD ; 
CLEQUAT: »S -j-PRED ^ PPvEDADJ/^PREDNOM ) . it is only natural for there to be 
a higher number of 3-nuclear tagmeme clause constructions in SASE*A&B. 

The results therefore show that SASE-A&B is characterised by a higher 
percentage frequency of clauses with no nuclear tagmemes, and basic equative 
"mono", and elliptical clauses. SAWE-A is characterized by a higher per- 
centage of clauses with four or more nuclear tagmemes, and clauses with one 
nuclear tagmeme (because of the high-frequency CLPASS construction 
constituting of only one 4PRED) , as well as by a high frequency of passive 
clauses* 
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Over 80% of all clauses In both SAWE-A and SASE-A&B have two or three 
nuclear tagmemes, and more than half of all clauses In both are basic 
clauses (almost 701 In SASE-A&B, and approximately 55% In SAWE-A). Thus, 
even though there are characteristic differences between the two corpora 
In the areas outlined above, it can be seen that both registers of govern- 
ment English in two different media exploit equally commonly the two- or 
three-nuclear tagmeme constructions and the CLBAS constructions. 
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Level A; Phrase 

A. 1 Definition of Phrase Forms 

In the level A printout , phrases are grouped according to their form 
labels. The possible form labels are: 

PHADJ (adjectival phrase) 

An adjectival phrase is a head-modifier construction with an adjectival 
element filling the head slot. 

EX. 1 1) SASE-B 5.79 pretty big 

4M0DNUC +NUC 
/ADVDEG /ADJ 

2) SAWE-A 19. 2A mutually satisfactory 

1-MODNUC 4-NUC 
/AD\'MAN /ADJ 

(ii) PHADV . . . (adverbial phrase group, listed alphabetically according to 

further semantic labels e.g. CAUSE, COND.) 

An adverbial phrase Is a head-modifier construction with an adverbial 
element filling the head slot. 

EX. 2 1) SASE-A 3.A2 very much 

+MODN^[JC 4NUC 
/ADVDEG /ADVDEG 

2) SAWE-A 1.6 more fully 

+MODNUC 4NUC 
/ADVDEG /ADVMAN 

(iii) PHN (noun phrase) 

A noun phrase Is a head-modifier construction with a nominal element 
filling the head slot. 

EX. 3 1) SASE-B 3.AA another country 

4QUAL +NUC 

/ADJIND /N [ (J 
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2) SASE-B 1.133 the things that I say 

4-DEIC -fNUC 4-QUAL 

/ARTDEF /N /CLBASWH 

3) SAWE-A 1.9 an interpretation 

VDEIC +NUC 

/ARTIND /N 

4) SAWE-A 1.3A working conditions peculiar to each division 

+NUC +QUAL 

/PHN /PHADJ 



(iv) PHPREP (prepositional phrase) 

A prepositionil phrase is a relater-axis construction with a 
prepositional element filling the relater slot labelled 4-IPP 
(introducer to prepositional phrase). The axis labelled VNUC 
may be manifested by a word, a phrase, an expression or sr. 
embedded clause. 

EX. 4 1) SASE-B 3.109 about it 

♦IPP +NUC 
/PREP /PRONP 

2) SASE-A 2.61 b^. watching televisio n 

tIPP +NUC 
/PREP /CLBASPART 

3) SAWE-A 4.32 in the forseeable future 

4-IPP +NUC 
/PREP /PHN 

4) SAWE-A 15.50 after January 1. 1970 

4IFP +NUC 
/PREP /XNDATE 
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(v) PHPRON (pronoun phrase) 

A pronoun phrase is a head-modifier constructl-jn with a Pronominal 
element filling the head slot. 

EX. 5 1) SASE-B 4.131 something new 

fNUC 4-QUAL 
/PRONIND /ADJ 



2) SAWE-A 18.23 that which 1 brought . 

+NUC -l-QUAL 
/PRONDEM /CLBASWH 



(vi) PHV (verb phrase) 

There are two basic types of verb phrases. The first type consists 
of a semi-auxiliary slot filled by a verbal element and a nuclear 
slot filled by the main verb or verbal element. Examples of this 
type of PHV are: 

EX. 6 1) SAWE-A 9.20 agreed to extend 

♦SAUX +NUC 
/XVSAUX /XVI 

2) SASE-A 2.31 had i use 

+SAUX 4NUC 
/XVSAUX /XVI 

3) SASE-B 2.71 expected you to carry on 

4SAUX 4NUC 
/XVSAUX /PHV 

The verb phrases in EX. 6 are all of the first type» representing +SAUX 4NUC 
constructions. The nucleus may be filled by a verb as in 1 and 2, or a verb 
phrase as in 3. The semi-auxiliary (-t-SAUX) functions in the same manner as 
regular auxiliary <-i-AUX) as found in XVCOMP's (complex verbal expressions). 
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However, it is not a member of the closed class of the English auxiliaries 
(i.e. have , be, do). Typical SAUX's are: "going to", "allowed to", "have to". 
An exhaustive list appears at level 5 of the Phase III printout. 

The second type of verb phrase consists of nuclear slot filled by a 
verbal element preceded by a subject slot filled by a nominal form. This type 
occurs only when embedded in the first type of verb phrase, where the subject 
is actually the direct object of the semi-auxiliary. The third example in 
EX. 6 shows one such embedded verb phrase. Another example is as follows: 

EX. 7 SASE-B 1.2 ... habituating students to say ... 

fSAUX +.NUC 
/XVSAUX /PHV 

* /N /XVI 

In EX. 7. the PHV "students to say" is an example of the second type of verb 
phrase. It is embedded within a verb phrase of the first type "habituating 
students to say", as its nuclear element. 

(vii) PHVIMPERS (impersonal verb phrase) 

An impersonal verb phrase is composed of a nucleus filled by a 
verbal element and a subject slot filled by a PRONIMPERS (Impersonal 
pronoun, i.e. 'It' or 'there') a nominal element which doesn't have 
a direct referent. 

EX. 8 1) SASE-B 2.55 there are 

^S +NUC 
/PRONIMPERS /XVIII 

2) SAWE-A 12.29 1^ would be appreciated 

4.NUC 

/PRONIMPERS /XVCOMP 
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(viil) PHGERUND (gerund phrase) 

A gerund phrase consists of a deictic filled by a possessive adjective 
followed by a nucleus consisting of a participial clause, functioning 
as a nominal element. Thus It is similar to a noun phrase. 

EX. 9 SAWE-A 3.3 his reporting for duty 

4-DEIC ^NUC 
/ADJPOSS /CLBASPART 

Figure 6. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PHRASE FORMS 







SAWE-A 
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SASE-A&B 
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PHADJ 
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PHADV GROUP 
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3. 


PHGERUND 
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0 
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PHN 


4,892 


59.41 


2,334 
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5. 


PHPREP 


2,886 


35.04 


1,433 


31.43 


6. 


PHPRON 


42 


0.51 


96 


2.10 


7. 


PHV GROUP 


213 


2.58 


322 


7.06 






8,234 




4,558 





4,2 Distribution of Phrase Forms 

;.ooking at the distribution of phrase forms » we find that the highest 
ranking type in both corpora is PHN (Noun Phrase) • This probably 
reflects a more common occurrence of nominal elements in general 
over adjectival, verbal and adverbial ones. According to the two 
registers under study, we may say that nomlnals are the most frequent 
element In our language. 
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Prepositional phrases rank second in both corpora. They most commonly 
occur as verbal complements at the clause level (e.g, SAWE-A 14. Al 
Forward your report at jfour convenience) or as adjectlvals filling modi- 
fication slots at the phrase level (e.g. SAWE-A 15.10 activities in this 
regard. ) These appear to be very common constructions. 

The distribution of phrase forms » however » are not entirely similar 
between SAWE-A and SASE-A6B. The SASE-A&B corpus has greater proportions 

of PHADJ (Adjectival Phrases), PHADV GROUP (Adverbial Phrases), PHV GROUP 
(Verb Phrases) t including PHVIMPERS (Impersonal Verb Phrases) and 
PHPRON (Pronominal Phrases). This leaves SAWE-A with greater proportions of 
PHN (Noun Phrases) and PHPREP (Prepositional Phrases). According to the Chi 
Square Test these differences are significant. 

We may interpret this to mean that in spoken language we tend to 
elaborate more on our adjectives and adverbs, using more adjectival and 
adverbial phrases Instead cf simple adjectives and adverbs. On the other 
hand this may simply reflect a higher frequency of adjectival and adverbial 
forms in general. In order to discover which of these explanations Is nost 
valid we would have to determine the proportions of adjectival and adverbial 
forms at level 3 and level A in both corpora. A preliminary study of 
adjectival forms within PHNs alone Indicates the second explanation for the 
higher frequency of PHADJ in SASE-A&B. It was found that there is a greater 
proportion of adjectival forms within noun phrases in SASE-A&B. (1: 2.7 in 
SASE-A&B as compared with 1:3.39 in SAWE-A. No such compilation has yet 
been done to indicate the possible explanation for PHADVs.) 

The higher frequency of pronoun phrases in SASE-A&B may also Indicate 
a greater tendency to eleborate on pronouns or, on the other hand, a greater 
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proportion of pronouns in general. Further compilation would be necessary 
in order to find a more positive solution. 

PHGERUND (gerund phrases), although Infrequent, are unique to SAWE-A. 
examples of PHGERUND in SAWE-A). There are no similar construction of 
such head-modifier phrases in SASE-A&B where an entire clause fills the 
nuclear slot and only one other example in SAWE-A, within PHNs. 

4.3 Forms filling nuclear slots in PHs ^ 

Nuclear slots of phrase constructions (i.e. level 4), may be filled by 
single words, expressions, phrases, clauses, or elliptical forms. Examples 
of these types of fillers ar=;: 

EX. 1 1) SASE-A 2.23 any better 

2) SASE-A 3.33 varying degrees 

3) SASE-B 2.49 at home 

In EX. 1, the underlined parts are examples of single words filling 
nuclear slots in 1) an adjectival phrase, 2) a noun phrase and 3) a 
prepositional phrase. 

EX. 2 1) SASE-A 4.32 the Canadian Public Service 

2) SASE-B 2.93 at five o'clock 
In EX. 2, the underlined parts are examples of expressions filling nuclear 
slots in 1) a noun phrase and 2) a prepositional phrase. 
EX. 3 1) SASE-A 4.63 the kind of an answer you want 

2) SASE-B 1.60 about a certain situation 
In EX. 3, the underlined parts are examples of phrases filling nuclear 
slots in 1) a noun phrase and 2) a prepositional phrase. 
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EX. 4 1) SASE-A 1.33 for taking courses 

2) SAWE-A 7.13 your fo ryardin^ any such requests to M ontreal 

In EX, the underlined parts are examples of clauses filling nuclear 
slots In 1) prepositional phrases and 2) gerund phrases. 

EX. 5 1) SASE-B A. 81 very 

2) SASE-A A. 82 another 

In EX. 5, the nuclear slot Is represented by a line. Here, the nuclear 
elements are understood from the contexts » but the rorms are elllded. These 
are examples of elliptical forms filling nuclear slots In 1) adjectival 
phrases and 2) noun phrases. 

In both SAWE-A and SASE-A&B, the nuclear slots in phrase constructions 
are most commonly filled by single word terminal forms. However, SAWE-A 
does have a higher proportion of phrases and expressions in this position 
than does SASE-A4B. Clauses filling nuclear forms, which occur almost 
uniquely In PHPREPS (except for 1 PHN in SAWE-A and 4 PHGERUNDs in SAWE-A) 
are more frequent in SASE-A&B. SASE-A&B also has a higher proportion of 
elliptical forms filling nuclear slots. 
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Figure 7 

FORMS FILLING NUCLEAR SLOTS IN PHRASE CONSTRUCTIONS 

(not Including PHVs) 

SAWE-A Z SASE-A&B % 

Single word A, 648 56.35 2,708 64.86 

Expression 695 8.43 174 4.17 

Phrase 2,7/9 33.69 1,088 26.06 

Clause 89 T.02 129 3.09 

Elliptical 41 0.5 75 1.8 

D-QUOT. 1_ 0.01 3^ 0.02 

8,252 99.9% 4.175 100.00% 
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This seems to suggest that, considering all phrase constructions together 
(i.e. lumping PHNs» PHPREPs, PHADJs, etc. all into one overall group), the 
nuclear tagtnemes in SAWE-A are more complex than those in SASE-A^B. However, 
if we look at each phrase type Individually, we find that these overall 
proportions are heavily influenced by PHNs and PHPREPs alone. That is, while 
these two phrase types do have a higher proportion of more complex nuclear 
elements in SAWE*A, the outcome is Just the opposite for PHADJ, PHADV, and 
PHPRON* Within these three phrase types, SASE-A4B has higher proportions of 
the more complex forms in nuclear slots. 

Thus within noun phrases the nuclear tagmemes tend to be more complex In 
SAWE-A. The high frequency of expressions here is clearly due to frequent 
use of titles, names of companies, places, etc*, and dates which comir.aly 
occur in administrative wtitlng. 

EX. 6 1) SAWE-A 19.41 ' Eight Variations on a Dance Theme ' by the 

American film-maker Hilary Harris.^ 

2) SAWE-A 3.40 the 3rd of January . 

3) SAWE-A 6.20 Transworld Trading Co. Limited , 16 Lower O'Connell 

Stree, Dublin 1. 

In EX. 6, the underlined portions are all expressions filling nuclear 
slots in PHNs. Forms of address, such as "Mr. G.R. Doucet" or "Mr. George Orser" 
analyzed as phrases, comnonly occur as fillers of nuclear slots of PHNs in 
SAWE-A. That is, they are, themselves, modified or ."specified. 

EX. 7 1) SAWE-A 10.40 Mr. George Orser , Director of Personnel 

2) SAWE^A 20.25 D.S. Tysoe , Industry Specialist, West Coast 

Longshorlng. 
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In EX, 7, nos. 1 and 2 are PHNs» The underlined portion is e PHN in the 
nuclear slot. This is typically a written construction which does not occur 
ofter in spoken language, and could account for the higher frequency of 
phrases In nuclear position in noan phrases in SAWE-A as compared with 
SASE-A4B. 

Prepositional phrases In SAWE^A also contain a higher frequency of 
expression and phrase forms in the nuclear slot than they do in SASE-A&B. 
Here, XNDATEs occur much more frequently in the written corpus than in the 
spok«*n, and could explain the overall higher frequency of expressions, 

EX. 8 1) SAWE-A 9.32 in October 1968 

2) SAWE-A 15.50 after January 1, 1970 

In EX. 8, the underlined portions are XNDATEs filling nuclear slots in 
prepositional phrases. The constructions have a frequency of 118 In SAWE-A, 
as compared with only 5 in SASE--A&B. 

Phrases filling nuclear slots in prepositional phrases are most commonly 
PHNs, and this is the same for both corpora. The fact that these occur more 
frequently in SAWE-A than in SASE-A4B is indicative of a gent :al higher 
degree of complexity of PHPREPc within SAWE-A, since on the other hand, 
SASE-A&B has a higher proportion of single word terminal elements in this 
position. 

EX. 9 1) SAWE-A 8. AO for internal distribution 
2) SASE-A 1,92 in the public service 

In EX. 9, the underlined portions are phrases filling nuclear slots in 
PHPREPs. This type of construction occurs more frequently in SAWE-A. 
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EX. 10 1) SASE-A 2.12 on staff 

2) SASE-B 4.2 about this 

In EX, 10, the underlined portions are single word terminal elements 
filling nuclear slots in PHPREPs. This very simple type of prepositional 
phrase has a higher proportion of occurrence in SASE-A&B. 

SASE-A&B also has more clauses filling nuclear slots in PHPREPs. These 
are mainly participial clauses but also Include some WH clauses and some 
infinitive clauses. 

EX. 11 1) SAWE-A 5.23 in achieving their objectives 

2) SASE-B 3.69 in finding people to talk French to me 

3) SASE-B 1.7 by what ve should be doing. 

In EX. 11, the underlined portions are clauses filling nuclear slots in 
prepositional phrases. This occurs In 8.8% of PHPREPs in SASE-A&B as compared 
with 2.8% in SASE-A. Intuitively, this seems to be a less formal and more 
spontaneous mode of expression. In writing, it is felt that an attempt would 
be made to nominal ize the verbal element. For example: 

EX. 12 SAWE-A 13.35 in consultation with Marcel Martin 
In EX. 12, this prepositional phrase could alternatively be expressed 
"by consulting with Marcel Martin". It seems, however, that this construction 
in written language is secondary to the nominalized form. In spoken language, 
the clause form is used more frequently. 

Within adjectival phrases in both corpora, the highest ranking fillers 
of nuclear slots are terminal elements. However SASE-A&B has proportionately 
less terminal fillers and more expressions and phrases than does SAWE-A. 
Examples of these are: 
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EX. 13 1) SASE-A 5.30 completely well thought out 

-^MODNUC fNUC 
/ADVDEG /PHADJ 

2) SASE-A 3.A9 about thirty-five 

1-MODNUC 4-NUC 
/ADVDEG /XADJNUM 

:) SASE-B 2.81 a lot easier said than done 

fMODNUC 4-NUC 
/XADVDEG /XADJ 

In EX. 13, the underlined portions are phrases or expressions filling 
nuclear slots in PHADJ 's. 

Similar to adjectival phrases, adverbial phrases In SASE-A&3 appear to 
have proportionately more expressions and less singlt-word terminal elements 
in nuclear position. However, the figures here are misleading due to 
incongriiencles in the analysis between SASE-A&B and SAWE-A. 

EX. lA 1) SASE-A 5.91 tnore. . . than others. 

fNUC -t-MODNUC 
/XADVDEG /CLELL 



2) SASE-B !.A3 as ... as it is 



now 



4-NUC ♦MODNUC 
/XADVDEG /CLEQUAT 

In EX. lA, the underlined portions are expressions filling nuclear 
slots In PHADVs in SASE-A&B. As the examples suggest, these occur mainly 
in comparative constructions. Similar constructions in SAWE-A, however, 
do not occur as PHADVs at all. 

EX. 15 1) SAWE-A 9. A as (much) as possible 

2) SAWE-A 1A.32 more (reliable) than if we insist on... 

■♦•COMPARAT 

In EX. 15, the underlined portions are labelled /XCOMPAR, and occur as 
moditiers of PHADJs. This is quite different from ti.e SASE-A&B analysis 
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where "as, , ,as possible" and "more* . .than If we Insist on..," would be PHADVs, 
with the underlined expressions as their nuclei. This then, could account 
for the greater number of adverbial phrases in SASE-A&B as well as the larger 
proportion of expressions filling nuclear slots in the PHADVs. This is a 
major problem area and cannot be dealt with accurately until the analyses 
have been changed so that the two corpora nave the same criteria. 

4.4 Modification in Phrases 

PHNs, PHPRONs, PHADJs, and PH.\DVs are all head-modifier constructions. 
Having already looked at the nuclear slots within these, we shall now examine 
their properties of pre- and post-modification. 

(1) Noun Phrases may be: 1) unmodified (Including -l-DEIC fNUC constructions) 
2) premodified 3) post^modlf led or 4) pre and post-modified 
(For more explicit information on these categories , see Appendix 11, 
"Types of PHN Modification"), Of these categories, the unmodified 
and pre-modlfied type have been found to be more frequent in SASE*A&B 
than In SAWE-A; the post-modified type occurs more often in SAWE-A, 
and the difference in PHNs which are both pre- znd pOBt-«odif led 
is insignificant. 

Figure 8 

NOUN PHRASE MODIFICATION 
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The distribution of forms filling pre-modif ler slots Is not significantly 
different between the two corpora. In both, terminal elements (including 
expressions) are most frequently fillers in this position- with phrases 
ranking second. Other types of fillers occur only in slightly more than 1% 
of all pre-raudif ied PHN constructions. Thus, the following are typical 
noun phrase constructions that occur frequently in SASE-A&B: 

EX. 1 (a) Unmodified (4-DEIC fNUC) 

1) SASE-B 1.111 this case 

2) SASE-A 5.80 the language 
(b) Premodified (fQUAL 4-NUC) 

1) SASE-B 3.A4 another country 

2) SASE-A 5.22 about three years 

Within post-modifier slots, we find that the highest ranking forms in 
both corpora are phrases. Clauses rank second as post-modifiers and terminal 
elements rank third. However, when we look at the distribution of these 
post-modification fonrs, we find that it is not the same between the two 
corpora. Proportionate to the total number of post-modification slots in 
PHNs, SAWE-A has a higher frequency of terminfil and phrase fillers In this 
position. SASE-A4E has more clause fillers. The following are typical 
post-modified PHN constructions in the two corpora: 

EX. 2 Terminal Post-modifiers 

1) SAWE-A 13.9 area code 519 

2) SAWE-A 9.26 National and Historic Parks Branch, Room 201 , 

400 Laurler Avenue West, Ottawa A, Ontario. 
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3) SAWE-A 5*46 Chalk River, Ontario 

4) SASE-A 3t9 age twelve 

5) SASE-B 1,50 the students themselves 

6) SASE-B 3.115 the cultural aspect first 

In EX* 2» the underlined parts are terminal po&Lmodif iers that occur in 
SAWE-A and SASE-A4B, Expressions such as the /XNADDRESS in 2 account for a 
major portion of terminal post-modifiers in SAWE-A and are probably unique 
to administrative writing. Specifiers suci. as those in 3 are also much more 
likdly to be found in written rather than spoken language* Thus, the higher 
proportion of terminal post-modifiers in SAWE**A can be accounted for by 
these types of constructions. 

EX. 3 Phrase Post-modlf iera 

1) SAWE-A 15.25 Ralph Arlyk of California 

2) SAWE-A 8.1 fisheries research responsibilities in t h e 

Northwest Territories 

3) SAWE-A 15.49 General Manager, Product Development > H.J* Heinz 

Company of Canada, LTD . 

4) SASE-A 4.68 his chances of advancement 

5) SASE-A 3.15 the streets in Montreal 

In EX. 3, the underlined parts are phrase post-modifiers of PFNs 
th&t occur in SAWE-A and 3ASE-A&B. As the examples show, these are most often 
PHPREPs filling QUAL slots. Vo. 3, hoi/ever is a typical example of c PHN 
specifying the nucleus. Thij type of phrase post-modifier occurs quite 
frequently in SAWE-A and is probably unique to that corpus. There are very 
few specifiers of the nucleus within PHNs in SASE-A&B and most of these are 
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terminal torros such as nos* 4, 5, 6 in EX. 2. This is quite understandable 
since these PHN constructions, with nuclei specified by noun phrases (as 
in K,>, 3, EX. 3), are cooimonly typical written forms of address. Thus, this 
construction may be the major factor in accounting for the higher frequency 
in SAWE^A of phrase post-modifiers in PHNs. It would be interesting to 
discover if there is a significant difference in the number of PHPREP post- 
modifiers between the cwo corpora. 

EX* 4 Clause Post-modifiers 

1) SASE-A 2.21 French Canadians taking the Engilsh course 

2) SASE^B 5.86 work that somebody has to do 

3) SASE-A 3.00 people who took the course w ho didn't want to 

take it 

4) SAWE-A 18.7 people to prepare papers for predistribution 

5) SAWE--A 16.12 any project requiring RCMP consideration 

6) SAWE-A 9.27 your letter dated March 26 which asked for 

i nformation about revenues expected by the 
government of Canada during^ the fiscal year 
1969-70 . 

In EX. 4, the underlined parts are clause post-modifiers of PHNs that 
occur in SAWE-A and SASE-A&B, According to the study on noun phrase 
modification, these constructions have a higher frequency of occurrence in 
SASE'-A&B, in relation to the total n'janbet of post-modified PHLs, than in 
SAWE*A. (Refer to Chapter VI on Statistical Analysis.) WH-clauses are the 
highest ranking type in this position in both corpora, whereas participials 
are more frequent than infinitives in SAWF-A and Infinitives are more 
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frequent than partlciplals in SASE-A&B. In the PHN study, clusters of riore 
than one clause In a post-modification slot were counted as one clause 
post-modifier. For example, nos. 3 and 6, EX. 4 have two clauses both post- 
modifying the nucleus. This would be counted as one post-modification slot 
filled by a clause form. 

To summarize the overall picture of modification in PHNs, we find that 
SASE-A&B (spoken register) has a higher proportion of simpler PHNs than does 
SAWE-A (written register). These may be either unmodified constructions 
(4-DEIC 4-NUC) or pre-modif ied constructions (pre-modif iers in English tend 
to be far shorter and less involved than post-modifiers). SAWE-A, on the 
other hand has a greater proportion of post-modified constructions which are, 
in general, more complex. 

(11) Adjectival Phrases may also be 1) unmodified (two or more coordinated 
nuclear tagmemes) 2) pre-modif led 3) post-modified or 4) pre- and 
post-modified. Of these categories, the pre-modif led type is the 
mof?t zcrmov in both corpora. However, this type is proportionately 
more frequent in SASE-A&B while SAWE-A has a greater proportion of 
the post-modified and UTtmodified type. The pre- and post-modified 
type occurs more often in SASE-A&B. 

Terminal elements are the highest ranking pre-modif icaticn form in both 
corpora. SASC-A&B has a slightly higher proportion of expression and phrase 
fillers in this slot than does "^AWE-A, but these occur only wheu the /PHADJ Is 
post-modified as well. Examples of pre-modifled adjectival phr. ses are: 
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EX. 5 1) SASE-B 5,79 pretty big 

4-MODNUC ♦'NUC 
/ADVDEG /ADJ 

2) SAWE~A 19. A2 more effective 

^-MODNUC 4-NUC 
/ADVDEG /ADJ 

3) SASE-A 1.88 too many 

fMDDNUC -i-NUC 
/ADVDEG /ADJIND 

From the examples In EX. 5 we see that pre-modlfled adjectival phrases are 
relatively short and uncomplicated constructions. Thio la the most conmon 
type of PHADJ In both corpora. 

Post-modified adjectival phrases are somewhat more complex constructions. 
The highest ranking fillers of post-modlf Icatlon slots are clauses and phrases. 
In that order In both corpora. Expressions and terminal elements also occur, 
although Infrequently In this position In SAWE-A, however not In SASE-A4B. 
Examples of post-modified adjectival phrases are: 

EX. 6 1) SAWE-A 17.16 able to make use of these lands 

+NUC fMODNUC 
/ADJ /CLBASINF 

2) SAWE-A 1.3^ peculiar to each division 

VNUC 4.M0DNUC 
/ADJ /PHPREP 

3) SAWE-A 1.18 130.53 monthly 

VNUC +MODNUC 
/ADJNUM /ADVTIME 

4) SAWE-A 1.36 effective January 1, 1969 

+NUC -t-MODNUC 
/.OJ /XNDATE 
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5) SASE-A 5,3 able to communicate with his counterpart 

vNUC ^MODNUC 
/AD J /CLBASINF 



6) SASE-A 3.77 Incapable of learning a language 

^NUC +MODNUC 
/ADJ /PHPREP 



From the examples In EX. 6, we see that most of the p08t*modlf led 
adjectival phrases are somewhat longer. In terms of number of words, than the 
typical pre-modlfled constructions* These do not seem to be the type of con- 
struction that would pre-modlfy a nominal element as do the pre-modlfled PHADJs 
(i.e^ pretty big dog; more effective management), but rather they are probably 
fillers of PREDADJ slots or possibly, noun phrase post -modification slots 
(i*e* he is able to make use of these lands ; working conditions peculiar to 
each division *) Thus, the higher proportion of post ^modified PHADJs in 
SAWE-A may be affected by the environment in which they are found. Thus, the 
fact that SAWE-A has a relatively higher frequency of post-modified noun 
phrases than SASE-A&B, may Influence the fact that it also has more post- 
mod^.fled adjectival phrases. It would be interesting to discover the 
environments of these PHADJs according to their modification properties in 
order to retrieve this lnfOi.inatlon* Other than this, the expressions and 
terminal elements filling post-modifier slots in PHADJs in SAWE-A (see nos. 
3 and 4, EX. 6) are unique to the written corpus. 

Pre- and Post-modified adjectival phrases are either constructions with 
typical prc-modifiers and post-modifiers, or on the other hand, they may be 
comparative constructions. Examples of pre- and post-modified PHADJs are: 

EX. 7 1) SASE-A 4.66 any more satisfied with his work 



■^^fODNUC 
/PHADVDEG 



♦NUC 
/ADJ 



+MODNUC 
/PHPREP 
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2) SASE-B 3.91 particularly peculiar to Ottawa 

4-MODNUC -i-NUC <»-MODNUC 

/ADVEKPH /ADJ /PHPREP 

3) SASE-B 1.102 as^ (normal) a« posalble 

♦COMPAP-AT 4-NUC +MODNUC 
/XCOMPAR /ADJ /CLELL 

A) SAWE-A 12.45 very similar to that of drunkenness 

fMODNUC fNUC fMODNUC 
/ADVDEG /ADJ /PHPREP 

5) SAWE-A 9. A as (much) as available 

+COMPARAT ^NUC ♦MODNUC 
/XCOMPAR /ADJIND /CLEIX 

In EX. 7, nos. 1, 2, and A are typical pre- and post-modified adjectival 
phrases. Nos. 3 and 5 are comparative constructlona. The higher proportion 
of these constructions in SASE-A&B is mostly Influenced by the greater frequency 
of the comparative construction in that corpus. 

The differences between the two ccj^ora in dealing with adjectival 
comparative constructions as discussed previously under forms filling nuclear 
slots in PHADVs, yielded a great many more adverblil phrases in SASE-A&B 
than in SAWE-A. Since this is not really representative of their true 
proportions, it Is felt that the modification data for PHADVs is not accurate 
enough to be informative. (These differences were compensated for in dealing 
with the modification of PHADJs) . 

(iii) Pronominal Phrases are most often post-modified in both corpora. 

This is interesting since other noun phrases have a great tendency 
toward pre-modlf icatlon. SASE-A&B has proportionately more pre- 
modified PHPRONs than SAWE-A as well ao more unmodified PHPRONa, 
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Examples of post-modified PHFRONs are: 

EX. 8 1) SAWE-A 5.7 that which was approved 

^NUC ^MODNUC 
/PRONDEM /CLPASSWH 

2) SAWE--A 1*28 one to deal with the company and each of the 

^NUC above divisions of the union 

/PRONIND ♦MODNUC 

/CLBASINF 

3) SASE-A 3.53 no one who la a francophone 

4^NUC 4M0DNUC 
/XPRONIND /CLEQUATWH 

The exampXea In EX. 8» are the most common type of FHPRON In both corpora. 
However » SASE-A&B has relatively fewer of this type than SAWE-A, and more of 
the pre-modlfled and unmodified type. ISxamples of these are: 

EX. 9 a) Unmodified 

1) SASE-B 1.5 this many 

2) SASE-B 1.72 the other 

b) Pre-modlf led 

1) SASE-A 2.A9 either one 

2) SAbE-B 5.59 a good one 

Thus we may say that the spoken corpus shows a greater tendency toward 
the more simple PHPRON constructions than does the written corpus. 



• 5 Summary 

In summary » It should be pointed out that» In most respects » SAWE-A 
phrases are more complex than SASE-A4B phrases. That Is, there is a greater 
tendency In the written corpus for eXpresalone and phrases to fill both 
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modification and nuclear slots In phrases rather than the usual terminal 
forms. Also there is a greater tendency toward post-modification In 
general in SAWE-A phrases, which are more complex constructions than 
pre-modlfled or unmodified forms. On the other hand» SASE-A&B does have 
more clauses filling nuclear slots In FHPREPs as well as more clauses 
filling post-modification slots in PHNs. (see Section A.3t EX. 11 and 
Section A, A, EX. A) This could be evidence of a more "action-oriented" 
form of expression in spoken language. For example » we may say "In 
achieving our objectives" whereas we may write "in the achievement of 
our object Ives ", where the verbal component has been nominal ized. 

It is felt that this tendency toward more complex phrase constructions 
as well as the tendency away from an "action*orlented" form of expression 
in written language may be evidence of a more organized style of language. 
Spoken language seems to be more spontaneous » reflecting less careful and 
tidy plans. 



190 



- 178 - 



5 . Level 5: Expression 

At lev'.-l 5 in our analysis, the expression level, all 
"fixed" expressions are listed. The criterion for a 
"fixed" expression is that it be considered by a native 
speaker of English to function as a minimal unit, analo- 
gous to a 'word' . The structural components of a fixed 
expression do not adequately describe the construction. 
For example, the expression "in general" is not considered 
a prepositional phrase on the analogy of "i:i the house" 
simply because they are structurally similar. "In general" 
is somehow more of a composite unit as far iEts its meaning 
is concerned. Besides idiomatic expressions, names, 
addresses, dates, measurements, etc., which are considered 
as "fixed" expressions, level 5 also includes all lexical 
verbs, auxiliaries. Swmi-auxiliar ies , and modals. In the 
level 5 section of the phase III computer printout these 
expressions are grouped according to form and »ach linguis- 
tic manifestation is listed along with its frequency of 
occurrence as well as sentence identification nun^b s if 
it occurs ten times or less. 

Fixed Expressions 

In SAWE-A, the ratio of fixed expressions to clauses 
at level 2 is approximately 1:1, as conipared to 1:2.7 in 
SASE-A*B. (Clauses at level 2 are used as a basis of 
comparison here, since the criteria for sentences are 
different in the two corpora. See chapter VII, section 
2.2) Thus, SAWE-A has a higher proportion of "fixed" 
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cxnressions in peneral and this is mainly due to the 
frequency of nominal expressions. The types of "fixed" 
expressions which occur in both corpora ire described 
below. 

Figure 9 

DISTRIBUTION OF "FIXED" EXPRESSIONS 
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(i) XADJ. . . 

Adjectival expressions constitute 5.741 of all 
"fixed" expressions in the SAWE-A corpus and 16.291 in 
the SASE-A*B corpus . These may be divided into four 
separate types: 1) unspecified (XADJ) 2) indefinite 
(XADJIND) 3) numerical (XADJNUM) and 4) proper (XADJP) . 
In the two corpora, these are distributed as follows: 
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Figure 10 



DISTRIBUTION OF ADJECTIVAL EXPRESSIONS 



XADJ 
XADJIND 
XADJNUM 
aADJP 



SAWE-A 
74 
6 



RANK 
1 
2 
3 
4 



SASE-A-»B 
22 
39 
10 
23 



RANK 
3 
1 
4 
2 



In the SAWE-A corpus (Administrative Correspondence), 
the unspecified type is by far the most frequent. In the 
SASE-Ai-B corpus (Forma 1/ Informal Discussion), however, they 
only rank third. Examples of these are: 

Ex. 1. a) SAWE-A: 1) "as follows" 

2) "up to dato" 

3) "self-explanatory" 

4) "tax-free" 

b) SASE-AtB:l) "mixed up" 

2) "at large" 

3) "easier said than done" 

4) "so-called" 

In.'efinite adjectival expressions (XADJIND) are the 
highest ranking type in SASE-A*B. In SAWE-A, on the 
other nand, they are fairly infrequent. Manifestations 
of XADJINDS are as follows: 

Ex.2. a) SAWE-A: 1) "a few" 

2) "a great deal" 

3) "quite a"* *Exhai:stive 

b) SASE-A<-B: 1) "a lot" 

2) "a few" 

3) "quite a" 

4) " a bit"** *Not Exhaustive 
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Numerical adjectival expressions (XAPJNirM) are 
quite similar in type in both corpora, although they 
occur more frequently in SASE-A*B. These Include expres- 
sions surh as "forty- five", "forty million", etc. 

Proper adjectival expressions (XADJP) such as "French- 
speaking", "French Canadian", "Non-Canadian", etc. are 
much more common within the SASE-AfB corpus. 



(ii) XADV... 



Adverbial expressions constitute 5.741 of the "fixed" 
expressions in the SAWE-A corpus and 28.591 in the SASE-AfB 
corpus. These are also divided into categories (eg. addi- 
tive, XADVADD; consequence, XADVCONS; degree XADVEG ; etc.) 
However, the aT,plication of these further labels was largely 
left up to the intuition and judgment of the individual 
analyst so that many of the finer categories are rather 
debatable. For example, the expression "at least" within 
different sentences has been assigned to three different 
categories of adverbial expressions. 
E> . 3 . a) XAnVEMPH 

SASE-B5.98 But it might at least k-ep one 
from becoming too rusty during the period 
between courses. 

b) XADVPEG 

Iflht Ll^ A^K^ least gives an indication 
of the period of our involvement. 

c) XAPVRESTR 

SAWE-Aia74 At least the latter when ran 
today was much better accepted by all, in- 



eluding Reid. 
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On the other hand, an expression mfiy be analysed 
differently with different contexts. Many expressions 
may be adjectival in one context and adverbial in another. 
For example, look at the expression "a bit". 
EX.4. a) XADJINT) 

SASE-B2.6 And others find that it's a bit 
of a drag. * 

b) XADVDEG 

SAWE-A15.9. . . and we hope it will sound a 
bit better this year. ~~ 

In EX.4 the two different analyses of the expression 
"a bit" are justified by the context. However, within 
adverbial expressions, as in EX.3, the differences are 
due to the fact that the finer categories cannot be 
strictly defined. Basically, adverbial expressions are 
expressions filling slots or functions which could be 
filled by adverbs. Typically they have manifestations 
such as: 

EX.5. 1) "at least" 

2) "of course" 

3) "on the other hand" 

4) "in general" 

5) "as such" 

6) "at all" 

Although the expressions in EX.5 have typically been ana- 
lysed as adverbial expressions they have, in some cases 
been analysed in other ways, mainly as interjections 
(XINTERJ). This must also be attributed to the intuition 
and judgment of different analysts. 
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Ciii) XCOMPAR 

Comparative expressions constitute 0.83% of the 
expressions in SAWE-A. These are manifested by "a s... as " 
and "more... than" in constructions such as "as big as" 
and "more beautiful than". (The XCOMPAR label does not 
occur in SASE-A4B at all since comparative constructions 
have been analysed differently in that corpus. In SASE-A-i-B 
these expressions would occur as adverbial expressions 
of degree, XADVDEG.) 

(^^v) XCONJCOORD. .. 

Coordinate conjunction expressions constitute 2.7% 
of the "fixed" expressions in SAWE-A and 2.42^ of lose in 
SASE-A*B. The following are manifestations of the general 
or unspecified type: 

EX.6. a) SAWE-A 1) and... or 

2) as well as 

3) both. . .and 

4) either. , .or 

5) instead of 

6) not only . . .but 

7) together with 

b) SASE-AtB 1) as well as 

2) both. . .and 

3) either ... or 

4) if not 

5) not... but 

6) not only. . .but 

Other coordinate conjunction expressions are further 
labelled as "restrictive" (XCONJCOORDRESTR) . These are 
expressions such as "rather than", occurring in both 
corpora, "in place of", only in SAWE-A, and "as against", 
only in SASE-A*B. The expression "not only... but" has been 
analysed in both' ways . (XCONJCOORD XCONJCOORDRESTR) 
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Subordinate conjunction expressions constitute 3.53% 
of SAWE-A "fixed" expressions and 7.10% of those in SASE- 
A^B. Common manifestations of these in both corpora are: 

EX.7. 1) "so that" 

2) "in order to" 

3) "whether or not" 

X INTER. J 

Interjection expressions are basically interjections 
of more than one word. These constitute 0.34% of the 
"fixed" expressions in the SAWE-A corpus and 5.19% of those 
in the SASE-A+B corpus. This proportion in SASE-A+B is 
not entirely accurate however since many expressions 
analysed as XINTERJ there have been analysed otherwise 
(usually XADV...) in both SAWE-A and SASE-a-»B. Once again 
this reflects the analyst's intuition. In SAWE-A, the only 
manifestations listed under XINTERJ are "of course" and 
"thank you". In SASE-A4B they include other expressions 
such as "in other words", "mind you", "so to speak". 

However, if we look at all the manifestations of 
XINTERJ in both corpora and calculate their frequency of 
occurrence regardless of what they have been labelled as, 
we find that they constitute 1.17% of the "fixed" expres- 
sions in SAWE-A as compared with 10.22% of those in SASE- 
AfB. Thus we may conclude that the proportion actually 
is higher in the spoken corpus. We also find that there 
are still twice as many types occurring in SASE-A+B. 
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(11 types occurring in SAWE-A, 23 types occurring in 
SASE-A+B) . 

(vii ) XN. . . 

There are 6 types of nominal expressions: 1) unspe- 
cified (XN) 2) addresses (XNADDRESS) 3) dates (XNDATE) 
4) measurements of time (XNHOUR) 5) measurements of 
area, volume, etc. (XNMEASURE) and 6) proper noun 
expressions, including names of people, places, companies, 
etc. (XNP) . These constitute 68.761 of the "fixed" 
expressions in the SAWE-A corpus and 2 7.201 of those -n 
SAS£-A+B. The higher proportion of nominal expressions 
in SAWE-A is attributable mainly to the greater frequencies 
of XNP (proper noun expressions), XNDATE (dates) and 
XNADDRESS (adJresses) . XNADDRESS does not occur in SASE- 
A4-B at all. Typical examples drawn from these XN... 
categories are: 

EX.8, a) XN: 1) sub-contractors 

2) high school 

b) XNADDRESS: 16 Lower O'Connell St, Dublin 1 

c) XNDATE: 1) T»ecember 5, 1968 

2) '66 

d) XNHOIJR: 1) 7:40 A.M. 

2) five o'clock 

e) XNMEASIFRE: 1) parts-per-million 

2) at a time 

f) XNP: 1) Public Service Commission 

2) Quebec City 
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(viii) XPREP 

Prepositional expressions are basically expressions 
of more than one word filling the same slot or function 
as a preposition. These constitute 12.251 of "fixed" 
expressions in SAWE-A and 9. OH in SASE-A-B. Examples 
of these are: 

EX.9. a) SAWE-A 1) "in connection with" 

2) "from... to" 

3) "prior to" 

4) "as to" 

5) "m accordance with" 

b) SASE-A-B 1) "out of" 

2) "because of" 

3) "in betwwen" 

4) "as to" 

"in terms of" 

Cix) XPRON . . . 

Pronominal expressions constitute 0.061 of the "fixed" 
expressions in SAWE-A and 4.15t of those in SASE-AfB. The 
only example in SAVTE-A is an indefinite pronominal expres- 
sion (XPRONIND) manifested by "as follows." This expres- 
sion has, in other cases, been analysed as XADJ (adjectival 
expression) and XADVMAN (adverbial expression of manner). 
In SASE-A+B, XPRONIND has manifestations such as "and so 
on", "so on", and "what not". Two other types of pronominal 
expressions occurring in SASE-A+B are: 1) XPRONINDNEG 
( indefinite negative pronomial expression) manifested 
by "no one", and 2) XPRONRECIP (reciprocal pronominal 
expression) manifested by "each other" and "one another". 
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Verbal Expression 

The label "verbal expression" does not necessarily 
mean that the unit consists of more than one word as 
does the term "fixed" expression. As mentioned 
previously, the 5 categories of lexical verbs, whether 
they consist of one, two, or many constituents, as well 
as all auxiliaries, semi-auxiliaries and modals are inclu- 
ded here. Thus, the verb "go" as well as the two-word 
verb "go through" would both be listed as verbal expressions 
(XV...) at level 5. Complex verbal expreLsions (XVCOMP 
XVAIIXCOMP, XVSAIIXCOMP) are analysed into their structural 
components at level 5 and their manifestations are listed 
at this level too. The following are the various types of 
verbal expressions occurring in SAWE-A aND SASE-A#B: 
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DISTRIBUTION OF VERBAL EXPRESSIONS 
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(i) 



I 

26.47 
2.35 
14.55 
0.98 
9.95 
19.57 
12.17 
0.50 
2.92 
1.51 
8.81 
0.08 
0.0 8 
99.94i 

XVI 

The first category of lexical verbs iiicludes all 
transitive verbs having direct objects. These constitute 
18.73t of the verbal expressions in SAWE-A and 26.471 
of those in SASE-A*B. The five highest ranking manifes- 
tations of XVIs in both corpora are as follows: 

EX.1. a) SAWE-A: 1) have 

2) appreciate 

3) enclosing 

4) suggest 

5) think 
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b) SASE-A+B: 



(ii) 



1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 



think 

have 

had 

know 

say 



XVII 



The second category of lexical verbs includes transi- 
tive verbs having an indirect object. Thes^ constitute 
3.471 of SAWE-A verbal expressions and 2.351 of those in 
SASE-A+B. The highest ranking manifestations of XVI Is are 
as follows: 

EX.2. a) SAWE-A: 1) sen : 

2) receivea 

3) refer 

4} referred 
5) relating 

b) SASE-AfB: 1) depends 

2) talking 

3) listening 

4) agree 

5) think 



(iii) XVIII 



The third category of lexical verbs is the intran- 
sitive type, having no objects at all. These constitute- 
14.591 of verbal expressions in SAWE-A and 14. 55^ of those 
in SASE-A+B. The highest ranking manifestations of XVII Is 
are as follows: 



EX.3. a) SAWE-A; 



b) SASE-A+B 



1) is 

2) made 

3) dated 

4) required 

5) attached 

1) 's 

2) go 

3) are 

4) be 

5) know 
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(iv) XVIV 

The fourth category of lexical verhs is di transi ti ve , 
having both direct and indirect objects. These constitute 
2.21 of the verbal expressions in SAWE-A and 0.98i of those 
in SASE-A4B. The highest ranking manifestations of XVIVs 
are : 

EX.4. a) SAWE-A; 1) send 

2) sending 

3) inform 

4) to provide 

5) forward 

b) SASE-A+B: 1) teaching 

2) giving 

3) ask 

4) gave 

5) think 

(v) XVV 

The fifth category of lexical verbs are the copular 
verbs complemented by predicate adjectives (^PREDADJ) or 
predicate nominatives (♦PREDNOM) . Such verbs occur in 
equative clauses and constitute 6.361 of the verbal expres- 
sions in SAWE-A and 9.951 of those in SASE-A*B. The 
highest ranking manifestations of XWs are: 

EX.5. a) SAWE-A: 1) is 

2) be 

3) are 

4) am 

5) to be 

b) SASE-A4B: 1) is 

2) 's 
be 

4) are 

5) was 

Less frequent forms of XWs are manifestations such as 
"feels", "becomes", "sounds", "represents". 
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(vi) XVCOMP 

Tomplex verbal expressions are composed of a lexical 
verb aloriR with an auxiliary (iAIIX) or a modal (tMODAL) . 
These constitute 25.151 of the verbal expressions in 
SAWE-A and 19.57$ of those in SASE-A*B. Typical examples 
of XVCOMPs are: 

EX.6. 1) am enclosing 

2) 'd be 

3) has been received. 

(vii) XVAUX 

Auxiliaries constitute 14.031 of the verbal expres- 
sions In SAWE-A and 12. lU of those in SASE-A^B. The 
highest ranking manifestations of XVAHXs are: 

EX.7. a) SAWE-A: 1) be 

2) is 

3) are 

4) been 

5) has 

h) SASE-A4B: 1) do 

2) have 

3) 've 

4) 're 



5) be 



(viii) XVAlfXCOMP 



Complex auxiliary expressions are composed of a main 
(or nuclear) auxiliary along with either another auxiliary 
or a modal. These constitute 1.48* of the verbal expressions 
in SAWE-A and 0.51 of those in SASE-AfB. Typical examples 
of XVAIfXCOMPs are: 

HX.8. 1) has been 

2) have been 

3) 've been. 
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Cix) XVSAHX 

Semi-auxiliaries constitute 2.72% of the verbal 
expressions in SAWE-A and 2.92^ of those in SASE-AfB. 
The highest ranking manifestations of XVSAUXs are: 

EX.9. a) SAWE-A: 1) find 

2) is to 

3) to 

4) have to 

5) let 

b) SASE-AiBr 1) have to 

2) going to 
"5) had to 

4) has to 

5) allowed to 

Cx) yVSAIlXCOMP 

Complex semi-auxiliaries are composed of a nuclear 
semi-auxiliary along with either an auxiliary or a modal 
These constitute 1 . St of the verbal expressions in 
SAWF-A and 1.5U of those in SASE-AiB. Typical examples 
of XVSAUXCOMPs are: 

EX.10. 1) 're going to 

2) 've got to 

3) are required to 

4) would have to 

(xi) XVMODE 

Modals constitute 9.7n of the verbal expressions 
in SAWn-A and 8.81*of those in SASE-A+B. The highest 
ranking manifestatirns of XVMODE are: 

EX. 11. a) SAWE-A 1) will 

2) would 

3) should 

4) may 

5) must 
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h) SASF.-A+B: 1) 



would 
can 



2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 



might 
may- 



There are two other types of verbal expressions 
which occur infrequently, and only in SASE-AfB. These 
are: 1) XVPRESIMPERS (presentat ive impersonal verbal 
expressions) constituting 0.08t of the verbal expressions 
in SASE-A+B. Manifestations are "here is", "how about" 
and "what about". 2) XVEMPH (verbal expression of 

emphasis) constituting O.OSi of the verbal expressions 
in SASE-AfB. Manifestations are "it's that" and "it was 
that". 
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pp. 110. 



Cook, Walter A. Introductio n to Tat; aeinic Analysis . Holt, Rlnehart and 

Winston, Inc., is 69, pp. 33. 

Only nuclear tagmemes are enumerated In the description of the constituents 
of the clause forms In this secvlon. Optional non-nuclear tagmemes, such 
a3 CVs (verbal compleuents) can occur as constituents of the various clause 
frnns. 

The most frequent clause construction In both SASE-A&B and SAWE-A : +S, 
fPRED. ♦OD, is a /CLBAS construction. 

For example, the construction consisting of 2 nuclear tagmemes, »S. -i-PRED . 
can represent a long complex clause striicture such as this clause in 
SAWE-A: 

SAWE-A A. 2 ... if a balanced proposal were made In which the responsibilities 
of the St. Andrews and Halifax laboratories were defined and 
the brief proposals made in support of application for IDS 
funding of development projects for 1968-69 re-examined and 
brought up to date in the context of a "demonstration" 
to industry that our present fundamental research can be 
profitably applied to reduction of lobster losses . 

(For details see Format of the Phase III Printout) 

Clause constructions are defined by the presence of the nuclear tagmemes 
only. 

In looking at the forms filling nuclear slots In phrases, PHVs have not 
been included in the total since these are actually a different type of 
word grouping, called phrases for lack of a better word. The second type 
of PHV has neither the endocentrlc relationship of PHNs, PHADJs, PHADVs 
and PHPRONs, nor the ex. entrlc relationship of PHPREPs. They cannot be 
described as either head-modifier constructions or as relator-axis 
construct ions . OfX y 
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9ho f if Icon ;.-ovcrM-!^Mit cU\..:irt':;Gnlri anO. afv.noifM) froii wliich aar::ini:;.trr.tive 
corrcfsroiK'.ciico (the {.ourco lor "Genre" A of iho OorpMi) waa rccc.lvcd; 

Agriculture 
• Atomic >:nor;y of Civnnda, I.tc^ 

ConrA'icor and CorpcrJ-to Affaira 

FiLhcrica aiul Tores try 

Ind-jon AlTair:) r.nd lIorthGrn DcvoloF-Tior.'-fc 

Indvintrj', Trade raid Coniicorco 

L?.b<xir . • , 

l^onpower 'a»id Irr.mifra.tion 

Nciiicnal Filii Toard 

Hatiot^ia iloalth and V/olfaxO- 

Uaif'.or.al Kcvcnuo 
. l\i'blic V:orhn ' . , - ' 

ilo'jcX Canr/iiaii I^ovintcd Polico 

Trc:-r.;i:iy Bortixl , 
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BtST m WMIABLE 



AVF^imn 2 



mm:i S3JJ.::v1ICn: TI.o ..oo^C^t^ outlined in A j:nixonJ?:^l^^^^^^^^ 
\7ith ICO, COO "rr.::'.! '^<^^^'- ''' '^^'^ CGrpoi-:'.Ucn, ..aJ 

adhered to throucaouo, . ' 

A. rvAin)o.\ f.rLECTioiJ of i>ocuirr::Tn: 

• These arc tha stepn which v.cre fcllo-.vcd: 

1. nuj:3bcrinG i^-ll collected docvunontn conaecuti.voly; 

2. rniylc:.')ly l^lippinf: the "randora diritc" oection of the abovo 

hock until l:l,7htin6- cn r. nur.hcr hy blind choicor, 

3. xiriins that nu-v-iber to find the rov/ and then the colmin ay the 

Btartins point; . . • " 

./, continuin- horizontally from the rubber thuo obtained to ^cx 

■ ccich rando;^ n'j:r.bcr nr. needed: conoiderin,^; many u\c-^(,n aa . . 
noc-'ir.'jyy, and iookin:; for a nui:ber no c^c-^or than the . 
■ ciavi,::.^:^ nu:.ber in tho ccL-r.on pool ("univeruo") froni v-hich 
the choice in Liado. 

E < a: :V)'.I o_f ro! n_ 0 t ■re A ; 

1) Lot torn collected v. cro niiinberc d firorn 1 to l.T?2. 

2) T}io nun.bcr i'//}^ v.nn obtained by blind choice. 

3) The firct difit detexTnined the row ni^-r.bcr, the fiO.corA dicit 

the colu;:.n nui-hc-o Thiu ("avo us the nu::;bor G9042 as our 
'Btartinc point, 

a) Since thio number v.arj"too hifb, \ve continued, con-sxdcrin^' 
only tho first fcuor difdta of each mu.bcr as it appeared 
hori^.ontally liV.o thin: • ^ 

89O/J2 46C.p ^079£(f . 
Thus DccuL-en-i 792 bccanie tho first docujr.ont of Genro A, 

HAruo!.'. sTJj.DCTio:: op' sTAr.TXua roiirp wx-ivjii rccui/.Ep: 

Vmen docnnent-; v/crc short, as in Genrc.o A, J3, T, 11 and I, .^^^^^.^J;^, 
docuf^cnto wore ur.od, nt.rciui; frc.n tV.c fir.t ^.o: d of the f.rst sentence 

In loP-er docu^^cntc, aa in Gonrcn C, D, 32 and 0, H vm nccecnary to 
cl-ooo-^' which portion v/ar:. to bo uocd. In the:jo c^ncs, ran.o.n LU-lcction 
of p:\':o nml liT.e v.-as r.rule by blind choice, and the next 'jO ininning 
oenti-nce.'J n.rido .up the r.r.; !plo. 
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APPENDIX 3 



FUNCTION LABELS 



The follo.nng are the major function labels used in the analysis 
of SAWE-A Administrative Correspondence) and SASE-A&B (Fonnal /informal 
Discussion). 



LABEL 
♦ AGENT 

> APP 



♦ AUX 

♦ CLDEP 

♦ CLIND 

♦ CLINDPAREN 

♦ CLNUC 
> COO 

♦ COMPL 

♦ CORR 

♦ CPREDADJ 

♦ CPREDNOM 

♦ CVACCOMP 

♦ CVADO 



FUNCTION 
AGENT 

APPOSITION 



AUXILIARY 

DEPENDENT CLAUSE 

INDEPENDENT CLAUSE 

INDEPENDENT PAREN- 
THETICAL CLAUSE 

NUCLEAR CLAUSE 

COMPLEMENT OF 
DIRECT OBJECT 

COMPLEMENTIZER 

CORRELATOR 

COMPLEMENT OF 
PREDICATE ADJECTIVE 

COMPLEMENT OF PRE- 
DICATE NOMINATIVE 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF ACCOMPANIMENT 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF ADDITION 



EXAMPLE 

The expenses will be paid 
th e Department of Labour 

Wei 1 , of course we progressed 
from lockheeds to DC-3's to 
North Stars to the first turbine 
airplane in North America, the 
Vi scount . 

They have gone. 

I left because he came in > 

The cat hates the black dog . 

You know , there are so many levels 
of speech, depending on the levels 
of people. 

I left because he came in. 

We find it very difficult to set 
up lines of communication down 
there on Western Problems. 

We fe(?l that they have(n't) looked 
after us as far as freight rates are 
concerned. 

I came in and sat down. 
I 'm proud of you , Tom. 

My Ted is the same way about his 
hockey . 

Is Peggy going to go to the station 
with her father . 

I would aVs_o suggest that Mr. Agar 
contact Dr. Butler of the Department 
of National Health and Welfare in Ed- 
monton. 
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LABEL 



FUNCTION 



-4.. 



EXAMPLE 



♦ CVCAUSE 



♦ CVCONS 

4 CVDEG 

♦ CVEMPH 
f CVI.OC 

♦ CVMAN 

f CVMEASURE 

+ CVOPIN 

♦ CVOPPOS 

♦ CVPURP 



VERBAL COMPLEMENT OF 
CAUSE 



VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF CONSEQUENCE 



VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF DEGREE 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF EMPHASIS 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF LOCATION 



VERBAL COMPLEMEN'T 
OF MANNER 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF MEASURE 



VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF OPINION 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF OPPOSITION 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF PURPOSE 



I enclose at your request, infor- 
mation regarding the Contra- Service 
Arrangement between the NFB and Asso- 
ciated Screen Industries Ltd. 

What then do you think are going to 
be the political consequences on the 
Prairies. 

I would very much like to take that 
step. 

The Branch would definitely recommend 
a visit to Canada. 

We find it very difficult to set up 
lines of communication down there on 
Western problems. 

I have indicated my suggested cor- 
rections in red pencil . 

At the present rates, approval of this 
request would cost the department 
$130.53 monthly. 

There's likely to be a Federal election 
in 1972 or 19/3. 

And you find a great variety in 
types of writing. 

And I went up for a lesson and I guess 
I was hooked. 



♦ CVRESTR 

+ CVSIT 

4 CVTIME 

4 DEIC 
4 ELTRANS 

4 EMPH 
4 INTERJEC 



VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF RESTRICTION 



VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF SITUATION 

VERBAL COMPLEMENT 
OF TIME 

DEICTIC 

ELEMENT OF 
TRANSITION 

EMPHASIZER 

INTERJECTOR 



Where Trudeau is working on his own 
without a ghost-writer or speech- 
writer , he seems to be more Trudeau. 

I heard it on the news. 



This can ( always ) be a solution, if 
you're referring to Canada. 

The cat hates the black dog. 

However I'm a little hesitant. 

They talked and talked. 

Can (I please ) try on that lovely 
blue dress in the window? 
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LA3EL 



FUNCTION 



EXAMPLE 



f IPP 

♦ MODAL 

♦ MODNUC 

4 NEG 

♦ NUC 

4 CD 
4 01 

♦ POSS 

4 PRED 
4 PREDADJ 

4 PREDNOM 

4 QUAL 
4 QUANT 

4 REINFDEIC 

4 REINFNEG 



4 REINFS 



4 RELAT 



INTRODUCER OF 
PHRASE PREPO- 
SITIONAL 

MODAL 

MODIFIER OF 
NUCLEUS 

NEGATOR 

NUCLEUS 

OBJECT DIRECT 
OBJECT INDIRECT 
POSSESSOR 

PREDICATE 

PREDICATE 
ADJECTIVE 

PREDICATE 
NOMINATIVE 

QUALIFIER 
QUANTIFIER 



REINFORCER OF 
DEICTIC 

REINFORCER OF 
NEGATOR 



REINFORCER OF 
SUBJECT 

RELATOR 



Can (I please) try on that lovely 
blue dress in_ the window? 



He should have gone. 
Completely well thought-out 

We feel that they have(n't) 
looked after us as far as freight 
rates are concerned. 

A supply of monthly reporting 
forms. 

The cat hates the black dog . 

He gave her dog biscuits. 

That's particularly true of Mr. 
Benson's, proposed tax reforms as 
outlined in the White Paper. 

The cat hates the black dog. 

I'm proud of you Tom. 



This can (always) be a solution 
if you're referring to Canada. * 

The cat hates the black dog. 

I think most discussions are 
people talking to themselves. 

I'll think of it from my own 
background. 

They're not at all very happy about 
the prospect of the Federal Govern- 
ment that will make more and more 
decisions for them. 

I did it myself . 



Mr. Benson has been taking an awful 
lot of heat in the last couple of 
months to try to make (this system) 
work a little better. 
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LABEL 



FUNCTION 



EXAMPLE 



♦ S 

♦ SAUX 

♦ SENDECL 

♦ SENDECLINC 
t SENIMPER 

4 SENINTERJEC 

♦ SENINTERROG 

♦ SENINTERROGINC 
4 SPECCLDEP 



♦ SPECCVCAUSE 



SPECCVLOC 



♦ SPECCVMAN 



♦ SPECCVRtSTR 



SUBJECT 

SEMI -AUXILIARY 



SENTENCE 
DECLARATIVE 

SENTENCE DECLARA- 
TIVE INCOMPLETE 

SENTENCE 
IMPERATIVE 

SENTENCE 
INTERJECTIVE 

SENTENCE 
INTERROGATIVE 

SENTENCE INTERRO- 
GATIVE INCOMPLETE 

SPECIFIER OF 
CLAUSE DEPENDENT 



SPECIFIER OF 
VERBAL COMPLEMENT 



SPECIFIER OF VERBAL 
COMPLEMENT OF LOCA- 
TION- 
SPECIFIER OF VERBAL 
COMPLEMENT OF SITUA- 
TION 

SPECIFIER or VERBAL 
COMPLEMENT OF RES- 
TRICTION 



The cat nates the black dog. 

What (then do (you) think) 
are going to be the political 
consequences on the Prairies? 

The cat hates the black dog . 

You can't because all the tim e 
my little - ~ 

Go back to what vou said earlier. 



Wow: 



Can (I Pl ease) try on that lovely 
blue dress in the window? 

Is it necessary to - 



And that is what I mean by its 
self-defeating move, to initiate 
the commercial mode of financing 
broadcasting, particularly when 
you keep in mind that only about 
one-sixth of their revenue now comes 
from advertising sources. 

I find myself even looking at Public 
Affairs programmes on issues of which 
I m very interested in turning it off 
because the celibre of programming is 
so poor, and turning it to America ^ 
issues just because of. you know, the 
quality of reporting. 

We have about two hundred companies 
(u£ in the north now) looking for 
minerals. 

Our responsibilities are going up just 
repeatedly and continuously. 



I mean it wasn't just for us. 
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LABEL 

4 SPECCVSIT 

♦ SPECCVTIME 

♦ SPECNUC 

♦ SPECOD 

♦ SPECPREDADJ 
SPECS 

♦ SUB 

♦ VOC 



FUNCTION 



SPECIFIER OF VERBAL 
COMPLEMENT Oi- SI- 
TUATION 

SPECIFIER OF 
VERBAL COMPLEMENT 



SPECIFIER OF 
NUCLEUS 



SPECIFIER OF 
OBJECT DIRECT 

SPECIFIER OF PREDI- 
CATE ADJECTIVE 

SPECIFIER 



SUBORDINATOR 
VOCATIVE 



EXAMPLE 



It doesn't go u£ to eighty. 



And then later on the Vanguard, 
and, of course, now the DC9's, 
DCS'?. 

... what I said about the as- 
pirations of particularly the 
younger Francophone generation. 

But what exactly is he doing in 
the basement? 

Sixteen, seventeen, somewhere 
around there . 

And they were alj_ wonderful 
people. 

I left because he came in. 
I'm proud of you. Tom. 
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APPENDIX 4 



FORM LABELS 



^^^^^ labels used in the analysis of SAWE-A 
(Administrative Correspondence) and SASE-A&B ( Fonnal/inforin^^Di^ cession . 



LABEL 

/ADJ 
/ADJNEG 

/ADJOEM 

/ADJIND 
/AOJNUM 



/ADJPOSS 



/ADVADD 

/ADVDEG 

/ADVEMPH 
/ADVLOC 

/ADVMAN 

/ADVNE6 



FORM 

ADJECTIVE 

ADJECTIVE NEGATIVE 



ADJECTIVE 
DEMONSTRATIVE 

ADJECTIVE INDEFINITE 



ADJECTIVE NUMERAL 



ADJECTIVE 
POSSESSIVE 



ADVERB OF 
ADDITION 

ADVERB OF DEGREE 



ADVERB OF EMPHASIS 
ADVERB OF LOCATION 

ADVERB OF MANNER 

ADVERB OF NEGATION 



EXAMPLE 



They were special people. 

Well, firstly, there were no 
runways on the airport yet. 

Can I please try on that lovely 
blue dress in the window? 

Again I don't think there's any 
general reaction. 

1. And one of the first assets 
purchased was a link Trainer which 
was lifted up to the seventh floor 
and put in an office there to start 
training pilots. 2. 732 days. 

These were experienced people they 
had on airlines for over ten years 
in the States, and they brought 
the benefit of their experience to 
Canada. 

I have completed level three an'l 
I m.flJiiL fortunate Inasmuch as... 

But it was quite modern for its 
day. 

Certainly they were able people 

It was lifted up to the seventh 
floor and put in an office there. 



You became involved commerci ally 
in aviation. " 

This is not the same sort of ac- 
ceptance. ~ 
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LABEL 



FORM 



EXAMPLE 



/ADVOPIN 

/ADVRESTR 

/APVTIME 

/ADVTRANS 

/ARTDEF 

/ARTIND 

/CLBAS 

/CLBASCAUSE 

/CLBASINF 

/CLBASINFPURP 

/CLBASPART 

/CLBASPARTCAUSE 

/CLBASTIME 



/CLBASWH 



ADVERB OF OPINION 



ADVERB OF 
RESTRICTION 

ADVERB OF TIME 



ADVERB OF 
TRANSITION 

ARTICLE DEFINITE 



ARTICLE INDEFINITE 

CLAUSE BASIC 

CLAUSE BASIC OF 
CAUSE 



CLAUSE BASIC 
INFINITIVE 

CLAUSE BASIC INFI- 
NITIVE OF PURPOSE 

CLAUSE BASIC PAR- 
TICIPIAL 

CLAUSE BASIC PARTI- 
CIPIAL OF CAUSE 

aAHSE BASIC OF 
TIME 



CLAUSE BASIC WH 



Perhaps Andy has comments on 
that; having gone to level three. 

Wei 1 , firstly , there were no 
runways on the airport yet. 

What was the state of the art 
then ? 

Well , it took quite a while. 



And how ere the early pilots in 
Trans-Canada"Trrlines chosen. 

This was an acceptance flight. 

You mentioned instrument flyino . 

I'm also fortunate inasmuch as 
I have the opportunity to speak 
French fairly frequently. 

Well, it took quite a while to 
get a private license. 

It was put there to_ start tra i- 
ning Pilots. 



/CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX CLAUSE COMPOUND 

COMPLEX 



Were you ever involved in accep- 
ting Aircraft for the company? 

Perhaps Andy has comments on that. 
having gone to level three . 

After you learned to fly , how 
long did It take you before you 
became involved commercially in 
aviation? 

The things that we watched for 
were the ashtrays and the cigar 
lighters and this sort of thing. 

And one of the first assest pur- 
chased was a Link Trainer which 
was lifted up to seventh floor and 
put in an office there to start 
training pilots . 
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LABEL 

/CLCOMPLEX 

/CLELL 
/CLELLPURP 

/CLEQUAT 

/CLEQUATCOND 

/CLEQUATWH 

/CLIMPERS 
/CLMONO 
/CLPASS 
/CLPASSCAUSE 

/CLPASSTIME 

/CLPASSWH 
/CONJCOORD 

/CONJSUB 

/INTERJ 

/N 

/NP 

/PARTPOSS 



FORM 



CLAUSE COMPLEX 



CLAUSE ELLIPTICAL 

CLAUSE ELLIPTICAL 
PURPOSE 

CLAUSE EQUATIVE 



CLAUSE EQUATIVE 
CONDITIONAL 



CLAUSE EQUATIVE WH 

CLAUSE IMPERSONAL 

CLAUSE MONO 

CLAUSE PASSIVE 

CLAUSE PASSIVE 
OF CAUSE 



CLAUSE PASSIVE OF 
TIME 



CLAUSE PASSIVE WH 



CONJUNCTION OF 
COORDINATION 



CONJUNCTION OF 
SUBORDINATION 

INTERJECTION 

NOUN 

NOUN PROPER 



PARTICLE OF 
POSSESSION 



EXAMPLE 

He win learn very quickly when 
he's hungry . 

1937 

He was one of four Americans 
brought in by Mr. Howe to ... 



What was the state of the art 
tHin ? 

And years later they have the 
Concord set for deli>'ery if^ 
they're acceptable . 

I Don't think that he's prepared 
for this. 

And there were no corLrol towers . 
No. 

And how were they chosen? 

It took quite a while because money 
was involved . 

How long did it take you before you 
became involved commercially in 
aviation? 

And it was a wonderful thing that 
they were invited up . 

We can ask any questions and there- 
fore we can ask this one. . 

And it was a wonderful thina that 
they were invited up. * 

Okay. 

And they trained pilots. 

They were brought in by Mr. Howe 
(2 proper nouns). 

They took over Western-Carada 
Airways^ Vancouver-Seattle run. 
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LABEL 
/PHADJ 
/PHADVTIME 
/PHAOVMAN 



/PHGERUND 

/PHN 
/PHPREP 

/PHPRON 

/PHV 

/PHVIMPERS 

/PREP 

/PRONDEM 

/PRONIMPERS 
/PRONIND 
/PRONP 
/PRONREL 

/PRONREFL 

/SENCOMPLEX 

/SENCOMPLEXELL 



FORM 



PHRASE ADJECTIVAL 



PHRASE ADVERBIAL OF 
TIME 

PHRASE ADVERBIAL OF 
MANNER 



PHRASE GERUNDIVE 

PHRASE NOMINAL 
PHRASE PREPOSITIONAL 

PHRASE PRONOMINAL 

PHRASE VERBAL 



PHRASE VERBAL 
IMPERSONAL 

PREPOSITION 



PRONOUN DEMONSTRA- 
TIVE 

PRONOUN IMPERSONAL 
PRONOUN INDEFINITE 
PRONOUN PERSONAL 
PRONOUN RELATIVE 

PRONOUN REFLEXIVE 
SENTENCE COMPLEX 



SENTENCE COMPLEX 
ELLIPTICAL 



EXAMPLE 



And they're the most reliable 
Thing in the world . 

And years later , they have the 
Concord ready. 

I have completed level three and 
I'm also fortunate inasmuch as I 
have the opportunity to speak 
French fairly frequently during 
my working day. 

The party ended without John's 
making a scene . 

What was the state of the art then' 

Well» firstly, there were no run- 
ways on the airport ye t. 

The odd few h ad worked for Im- 
perial Airways overseas. 

You are going to have to correct 
those errors. 

And there were no control towers. 



Well , n.v.st of them were former 
bush-pi lots. 



That's right. 

And there were no control towers. 

And they were ajX wonderful people. 

So J^ou became a pilot. 

The things that we watched ..^r were 
the ashtrays and the cigar liy.iters 
and this sort of thing. 

May be I'm not addressing myself 
directly to your question. 

D id you have to have any sort of a 
licence to do this? 

Because I was tired out. 
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LABEL 



FORM 



EXAMPLE 



/SENCOMPOUND 
/SENCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 

/SENSIM 
/XADJ 

/XADJIND 

/XADVDEG 

/XADVEMPH 



/XADVTIME 

/XADVTRANS 

/XCOMPAR 

/XCONJSUB 

/XINTERJ 
/XN 

/XNDATE 
/XNP 



SENTENCE COMPOUND 

SENTENCE COMPOUND 
COMPLEX 

SENTENCE SIMPLE 
EXPRESSION ADJECTIVAL 



EXPRESSION ADJECTIVAL 
INDEFINATE 

EXPRESSION ADVERBIAL 



EXPRESSION ADVERBIAL 
OF EMPHASIS 



EXPRESSION ADVERBIAL 
OF TIME 

EXPRESSION ADVERBIAL 
OF TRANSITION 

EXPRESSION OF 
COMPARISON 



EXPRESSION CONJUNCTION 
OF SUBORDINATION 



EXPRESSION INTER- 
JECTIVE 

EXPRESSION NOMINAL 



EXPRESSION NOMINAL 
OF DATE 

EXPRESSION NOUN 
PROPER 



They were able to exercise .ludg- 
ment and they had experience . 

I left and she waited whilP the ch 
children were sleeping . 

So you became a pilot ? 

It was a two seater biplane, 
open cockpit. 

Pleaie give me a little bit. 



Life would have been a great 
deal easier for them. 

Well of course we progressed 
from Lockheeds to DC-3's to 
North Stars to the first turbine 
airplane in North America, the 
Viscount. 

And you've been flying ever since? 



Then again later the Boeing Super 
Sonic. 



Probably a few more failures than 
today. 

Here's a . ole area that I don't 
think he 1S prepared for even when 
he's finished the third degree"^ 

Well, to me it was a very beautiful 
airplane of course . 

Well, most of them were former 
bush-Pilots. 

1937. 



The odd few had worked for Imper ial 
Airways overseas . 
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- 13 - 



LABEL 



FORM 



EXAMPLE 



/XPREP 



/XVI 
/XVII 

/XVIII 
/XVIV 



/XVV 
/XVAUX 

/XVAUXCOMP 



EXPRESSION 
PREPOSITIONAL 



EXPRESSION VERBAL 1 
EXPRESSION VERBAL 2 

EXPRESSION VERBAL 3 
EXPRESSION VERBAL 4 



EXPRESSION VERBAL 5 

EXPRESSION VERBAL 
AUXILIARY 

EXPRESSION VERBAL 
AUXILIARY COMPLEX 



! want to reserve the right to 
choose the values on the basis of 
my frequent interaction with French 
speaking people. 

You mentioned instrument flying. 

Let's hear about this acceptance 
flight. 

I'll let you know when we decide. 

These were experienced people they 
had on airlines for over ten years 
in the States, and they brought 
the benefit of their experience to 
Canada. 

They were special people. 

The odd few had worked for Imperial 
Airways overseas. 

I have been sitting here for hours. 



/XVCOMP 
/XVMODE 

/XVPRESIMPERS 

/XVSAUX 
/XVSAUXCOMP 



EXPRESSION VERBAL 
COMPLEX 

EXPRESSION VERBAL 
OF MODE 



EXPRESSION VERBAL 
PRESENTATIVC IMPER- 

somi 

EXPRESSION VERBAL 
SEMI-AUXILIARY 

EXPRESSION VERBAL 

SEMI-AUXILIARY 

CO^'PLEX 



The odd few had^wj -ked for Imperial 
Airways overseas. 



^6 can certainly make a good contri 
bution. 

Here is a whole area th?t he is 
prepared for. 



They were able to exercise 
judgment. 

Did. you have to have any sort of a 
licence to do this? 



ERIC 
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BBI CBPK AVMLABLL 



-14- 

APPHNDIX 5 



SASn A + B rn AT ■ / T N I -0 RM AL D I S CDS S T OH 



Senten ce Fo TJjH (Level 1 forms defined by level 2 functions 
— Nuclear tagmcmes only) 



I SmSlhl > ^ CLIND +i CLINDPAREN 

(1, 4) 

II . SENCOMPOUNP — ^ i CLIND 4 CLIND +4 CLIND i CLINDPAREN 

(1, 2) 

III. y;PN! rOMPLEX > t CLNUC 4 CLDHP 4 CLDEP f CLINDPAREN 4 

(3, 2, 5, 4) 

IV. 5;HNm^ — > -f CLDEP ^ CLDEP -tCLINDPAREN 

a) 

(1, 2) 



NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

1. KLTRANS 

2 . CORR 

3. VOC 

4. INTEkJEC 



Note: order of clauses not represented 






BEST copy PIABLE 



-15- 



SASE A B 

I. SKNS IM > ^ CLIND +i CLINDPAREN 

C£. V CLINO 

A2.3 W e; re doinn an analysis of snokcn English. 

^ CLIND 4 CLIMDPAREN 

B4 .163 Hr.'d reached the p_o_int you see. 

4 ELTRANS 4 CLIND 4 CLINDl^AREN 

A2.13 Now, vnn ran ans wer this (if you wish) 
f rom 2 personal point of vitjw_ . 



* NON -NUCLEAR TAGS: 

ELTRvXNS 
INTERJEC 
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/ 6 

BEST copy AVAILABLE 



SASR A + R 

' II . c..-.rnMPOllND . CUHD_1 _CUND il CUND 4 CLINDPAUEN 

eg. f CLIND + CMKD 

A4.14 You' re Mr. Wilson, aren't you? 

+ CLIND + COUR + CLIND 

Bl 88 You rr .j^thesG one words o_l ten^n_ou£h and 

yr... h^rnn^e vcrv shy of continuinfi a discussion 

+ ELTRANS f CLTND -f CORR + CLINT) 

B 4 . 8 3 And a, J^ixnclvLCi^^ ^^"^ 
vn^ics to join tJje_^hrecsome . 

4 CLIND f CLIND ^ CLINDPAREN 

B5 118 T could run a reel thro_ush or do_some 

ovPrrir,c whi ch would just kce n^th is sort o ± 
academic atiao spJicre (you know) goiii^. 



* NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMtS 

ELTIUNS 
CORR 
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BEST copy AVAIIABIE 



17- 



SASV. A ^ B 

III. SENCOMPLEX -> » CLNUC 4 CLDHP V CLDHP f CIJNDPAREN + CLNUC 

eg. » CLDEP t CLNUC 

A4.5 2 When he joine d us, he spoke n othing but French. 

t ELTRANS i_ CLNUC t CLDEP 

B3.102 However, tliey prefer to speak to mc m 

English so_th at they can pr ac tice their English . 

t CLDEP r CLNUC f CLDEP 

A4.69 As far as o ur manareinont is con t^Zjlg.^„j!^ Jl^H.— 
advance just as quickly if he spoke only French . 

4 CLDEP COkU i CLDEP 1- CLNU C 

li.2.120 If we v.'erc ] ivinn in Hull and doinR n othin.c; 

but French^ I a?;rce that thi s would be iriKch, 
better . 

i CLNUC ^ CLDEP + CLINDPAREN 

li5-104 They're waiting for mc to RCt the rig jitjword 
out , you know. 

f ELTRANS f CLDEP t CLNUC f CORR f CLNUC 

A 5. 8 4 And w hen two people arc not conmuni eating , 
the student isn' t learning and the teacher 
i sn * t teach i n g . 

*NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES : 

ELTRANS 

CORK 

VOC 

INTF.RJEC 
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BESI copy AVAILABLl 



SASI! A f B 

IV. sr. NCOMPi.nxr.M.. A-c im? ^ cldup ji-cijndparen 

eg. ^ CLDEP 

B 2 . 6 3 Becnuse t hey hnvo French all day here . 
^ KLTRANS + CLINDPAREN 

A 4 , 4 4 If wo uioy begin v/ith the first item in t he 
a^cndn^ (and as you suggested it's a rather 
general one), The Effects of Ent>Hsh Lanpu apc 
Teach in. p. on St a f f . 



♦NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES : 
ELTRANS 



22i) 



/ 

/ 



-19- 



SASn A I B 

V. snNCOMPOUNM).CnMPK nX^. > ^- t^I-H E P t CLNUC i CLI NP 

C£- + CLDI-P 4 CLNUC -f CORR f C LIND 

A3, 5 6 When he's away, I'm there and vice versa 



*NON"N'lJCLUAR TAGMIiMP.S : 

CLTRAN'S 
CORR 



♦ V 



-20- 



ERIC 



SASE A ^ B 

VI. S1:NC0MP0UNDI21L > * CLIND 

eg. CLTND + CORR 

only example A1.16 I__don:tjaiow^^ 

and . . . 



*N0 N'ON-NUCIJ'AR TACMl-MHS 
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21- 



SASC A -f B K0KMA17IKM'0RN!AI. D ISCUSSION LKVHL 2 



CLAUSE FUNCTION'S TO RM A I P I- S C R I P T I VE DH F I M I T T ON S 

Clcvcl 2 functions defined by level 2 forms 
Nuclear Tngincmes only). 



I. CLIND > /CL BAS 

EQUAT 

IMPl-RS 

PASS 

ELL 

MONO 

COMPLEX 



cannot have COMPL or SUR 




/ 

/ 

/ 



-22- 



SASI- A ^ ]> 



1) 4 CLIND n5.94 I suppose it's not an insurmoun table problem. 
/CLBy\S ■ ' 



A2.2 8 I SCO. 



A3. 72 I think it should be more selective. 



J*3.21 All of tlie forcifin service officers , as 

far as I know, did receive the international 



tes t . 
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I 



-23- 



SASE A 4 B 

2) + CLIND A1.12 That's perfectly acceptable . 
/CLEQUAT 

B1.47 Mind you, that's essential too . 
B4.110 It's a hifi department thou^Ji . 



231 

ERIC 



-24- 



SASn A + B 



3) 4 CLIND B1.57 Th ere's no reason in my "n nd. 
/CLIMPHKS 

B 1 . 7 5 Tlierc has to be n happy medium someplace . 

B 3 . 4 U fr.^^r^w^ fhnt if th e Icarninp, is not 

adequate then the teachlnp. is not adc ciuate_ 



232 

ERLC 



/ 



-25- 



SASn A f B 



A) f CLINI) 
/CLPASS 



ERIC 



Bl,59 It can bo based on what they've v ^cn 
inasterinn OT''^^ly ' 

B5.115 I wasn't awakened to it the way I am now 
you know. 



23.i 



-26- 



SASE A + B 



5) f CLIND A/1.24 MLi^^JiH.L^ 
/CLHLL 



A3. 48 An_X)±._Jn^^h-±2ll^ 
B4.156 ^"' i t-ci-riblY frust rated. 
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SASC A ^ B 

6) + CLIND 
/CLMONO 



-27 



A1.17 No. 

A4.4 3 Yes, of course . 



23;> 



/ 



-28- 



SASn A + B 



„ , CLIND B3.46 YOU can take the .or.t idiotic jack-as. 

/CLCOMl'LEX in the world and ho will learn very, 

(.only 2 examples) c^ui^I.^^hSIL^S^^^'^- 

A1.58 Well, I have con,pleted level three and 
I'm also fortunate in_ as_!!mch. as I have 
tv^CI12rr ,.7^"tv to "speak Fr ench fairly. 



23i> 



-29- 



SASn A + B 



CLAIJSI: FUNCTIONS (con't) 



II. CLNUC ^> /CL BAS 

EQIJAT 
IMPHRS 
PASS 
ELL 

COMPLEX 



23/ 

ERLC 



/ 

/ . 



-30- 



SASE A B 



^ ^ /CLBAS ^^'^^ ^""^ ^^^'^ message, they 

go on in the conversation . 

A4.52 When he joined us, he spoke nothing 
but y-rench . 

B4.130 By the time v/e got finished what language 
would we be speaki ng? 



I 
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ERIC 



t 



-31- 



SASK A + B 



2) + CLNUC A4.58 It's oka y while I'm learninq. 

/ CLKQUAT 

B3.S4 That's tho term t h nt T use because it's 
appropriate to my situation. 



1*3.103 At tlic same time, T feel sometimes ve r 
embarrassed to speak my French 
correctly thinking it's so faulty. 



ERIC 



23;) 



-32- 



SASE A + B 



3) + CLNUC A1.6 7 There is a whole area that I don't 

think he's prepared for even when 
he's finished the third degree, 

B2.52 But if I have my whole family along 
there are objections . 

A2 . 4 And in order to effect this analysis, 
there are many things we want to d o . 



ERIC 



2H) 



-33- 



SASK A + B 



4) f CLNUC A3. 65 My bili n^^ual work is piled up when 

/ CLPASS ^ , ~ ; ~ 

I get back to the office, 

^^•42 These differences will tend to be 
eliminated altliough they won't be 
altogether of course. 

B2.'12 And then my name v.vis put up to resume 
French language training in September 
of '68. 
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-34- 



SASn A B 



5) + CLNIJC Bl.lll In other words if he could say 

something an Trench, fine. 



B1.6 8 Well, the reading itst^lf as you 
mentioned there. 



ERIC 
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-35- 



SASH A f B 

/ GCOMPLFY ^^^*^° However, as far as myself is concerned 

I've spent most of my life learning 
primarily through the eyes, eh ? 

B 1.115 And when he comes in, he has the choice 
to come in in French if he wishes to 
try it out to see how the other person 
reacts . 



ERIC 



24. i 



BEST copy mm 



SASn A + R 



CLAUSn FUNCTIONS con ' t . 



IV CLINDPAREN- 



/CL 



-36- 




* COND ! 



MAN 



RESTR 



24i 



I 



SASH A B 



IV A 



CLIKDPARCN ^> CL 



liAS 
EODAT 



1) 4 CLINDrAUr.N 
/CLBAS 



h'^.ljZ I was developing my listening ability 
in French, you sec , because I was 
listening to his French. 



2) 1 CLINDPAREN 
/CLI-QUAT 



A] . 88 



I have too Many notions about the 
subject, I'm afraid . 



24 .i 



-38- 



A 8r B 



CLINDPAUHN 



-> /CL 



tCMNDPAREN B 4.139 
/CLBASINT 

p. 55 only example. 



I was just thinkinn (to revert to the 
efirli cr question ) that if you could 
restrict ^his to very small groups, 
say no more than three to five, I 
think it would be more beneficial. 



-39- 



A & B 



CLINDPARHN 



CL 



BAS 




COND 


EQUAT 


\ 


MAN 


J3 LU_ _ _ 




RESTR 1 



^ CLINDPAREN 
/CLBASCOND 



A2.13 Now, you can answer this (if you wis))) 
from a personal point of view. 



+ CLINDPAREN 
/CLBASMA)>i 



B3.91 I tlnnk it is particularly peculiar to 
Ottawa because (ns you said ) one 
doesn't encounter the same reaction in 
Montreal . 



4 CLINDPAREN 
/CLEQUATRESTR 



B2..S5 And so there are certain very defi- 
nite difficulties alright, so f ar as 
I 'm concerned , in maintaining con- 
tinuity . 



H CLINDPAREN 
/CLELLCOND 
*only example 



B2.31 But like Miss Churchja, I have come 
down to the sad real i::at ion that pro- 
gress ( if any ) lias in the last three 
years been very slow. 



24 r 



SASn A + B 



CLAUSl- FUNCTION (con't) 



-40- 



III 



CLDEP -> /CI 



PASS 




IMPr.RS 



C0.MP1J:X 



INF 



PART 



TIME 
COND 

ra-STU 

SIT 

CAiJsn 

PUKP 
CONS 
OPPOS 
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I 



-41- 



SASn A + B 



III A. CLDEP > /CL 



BAS 




EQIJAT 




IMPERS 




PASS 


^ 


ELL 





TIME 

COND 

RESTR 

SIT 

CAUSE 

PURP 

CON 

OPPCS 

MAN 



1) 4- CLDEP A4.52 he loined u s, he spoke nothing 

/ CLHASTIME i ^ r i 

but I-rench. 



2 ) ••■CLDEP B 5 . 5 6 If y ou hnve the _f a c i 1 i tie;; availn hie , 

/ CLJiASCOXD . ' r- wi 

however, you can usually find tliat 

there's a little bit of time. 



3) + CLDEP A4.^8 
/ CLBASCAUSE 



It hasn't affected his chances of 
advancciiicn c at all becau se he wou ld 
advance just as quickly . 



ERIC 



-42- 



SASI: A + B 



4) + CLDEP B2.88 
/Cl.nQUATCOND 



If you were able to have a total 
I minorsion s i tuation where you took 
one individual and put liim in a 
situation where there is no one who 
could speak English, he had to learn 
Prench in order to just live. 



5) 4 CI.D13P B3.36 You can legislate anything you choose 

/ ClbQUA'J CAUSL because Parliament is suprenie. 



6) 4 CLDI2P A2.106 
/CinqUATRF.STR 



And although half my neiy ,hbours_ju:e 
French they just don't have the patience 
to let me practice. 
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-43- 



SASn A + B 



7) + cimv 

I CLIMPERSCOND 



A3. 4 2 And if tiicre's one which depends very 
much on the individual , I Know in my 
own case I would dearly love to becojnc 
reasonably fluent in French. 



8) + CLDHP B3.109 They don't worr^' about it as long as 

/ CLIMPERSRHSTR there's commmi cat i on . 
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-44- 



ERIC 



SASE A + B 



Q^ .CIDEP B1.52 And evcn_ii.t]H^^ 

/ CLPASSCOND n ight tl ni_e_ at least you'd have something 



Ml 

to go over 



10^ + CLDPP B2.95 And a^icld^e_ejicoura^ have an 

/ CLPASSCAUSE incentive to speak French French much 

more so than here is Ottawa. 

11) + CLDEP A1.93 And they came to quite distinctly different 

/ CLPASSMAN sorts of conclusions as ref lect: oj_iil 

YiI::j::i-2-J^iiL^^^ "^'^ 5 of thc ^^ 

Co mm i s s i o n ' s r c- p o r t . 



' < ) 



-45- 



SASH A + B 



12) 4 CLD12P ' A3. 52 I'm not in quite the same situation 

/ CLUIJXAUSK as M^. Buchanan because in our 

(p. /18 only one) p.^ticular directorate we . .. 



2fiA 

o 

ERIC 



SASn A + B 



-46- 



III B. 4 CLDHP 



/CL 




1) + CI.DHP A2.4 And in order to effect this an glysj^, 

/ CLBASINFPURP there are many things we v/ '.nt to do. 



2) 



t CLDl-P 

/ CLPASSINPPURP 



A3. 96 I happen to have sufficiently stronn 
recommendations from the language 
school to be allowed to continue. 



2 Hi 



-47- 



SASE A + B 



III C. CLDHP 



/CL 





1. .CIDEP And they co.ae back tcUln^_Ji^^ 

) CLBASPARTMAN and wantlruLii^^^ 

it. 



, CI DPP ^^-9 no^^silli^^J^-J^^^'S^'''^- . ^ 

^ / CLEQUATPARTCAUSE ETofcssor I don't know certainly 

the reaction from the people v.'ho 
speak French to this person. 



ERIC 
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SASI: A t B 

HI D. + CLDHP — >/acoMPLnx 

AS 37 1 .adc various efforts from time to time 
to learn Fren ch. 

And actually we rarely sec one another 

hp^ran^s o when 



ERIC 



-49- 



S^Sli - A B 

cijvusn nixcTfONS 



Lcvc] 3 fimctions defined by Ix-vel 3 forms 

(the following all fill CLCOMPLllX, CLCOMPOIINTO)MP1J:X 
etc. at level 3) 



I CLNUC 



I A CIA^C 



-> /CL 



BAS 
KQUAT 

PASS 



EIX 



3) +CLNIJC B1.20 However, as far as rnyseif is concerned 

/CLBAS I've spent mofit of my life learning primarily 

through tlie eyes, c)i? 



B3.46 You can talce the most idiotic jack-ass 
in the world and he will learn very quickly 
when he's hungry. ->-CLlND 

/chCQ\n'Lnx 



2ru 



-50- 



SASI: A Hi 



3) »-CKNUC 
/ClJiQUAT 



R5.101 I think if I had a bit more vocabulary 
and a bit more usafic, I mipht be able to not alonp 
a little l)cttcr. 



4) C*f^)iangc 
in oriijinal 
analysis so 
that this 
occurs at 
level 2) 



A 1.58 U'ell, I have completed level three and 
I'm also fortuna te inasmuch as 1 have the oppor- 
tunity to speak French fairly frequently during 
my working day. 



*N.H. also B2.1, A3. 14, J11.122, A^l.88 (analysis changes) 
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ERIC 



I 



- 51 - 



SASR AfB 



5) fCLNUC ns.108 And I think there will be more oppor- 

/CLIMPERS tun i ties to prv TCticc as time goes on. 
*N.B. only example - should be 



er|c 



I 



-52- 



SAsn A i n 



IB +CLNUC -> /CL [iiA^q. . 

Ss'Nr"'-' ^ ^'^^"'^ ^" -^*l-r stages it has always 
been convenient and perhaps more acceptable to 
work to emphasize this philosophy there. 

^^-^^ ^ "'^^^^ various efforts from time to time 
l^^U^lLPj:i>^Ltc_e^^ to try to learn 

1-rcnch. 



erIc 



-53- 



I c vcLNuc — > /CI [lusj 4 [FartI 

1) tClNUC B2.129 But 1 don't know about pivinn people 

/CLRASPAIH' .. . . . 1 ^, 

exer cises at innht at u'ork win 3 c they're in the 

mjlieu where they're expected to do .a ]ot of other 
things. 

*on]y example 



-54- 



SASE A<-n 



I D +CLNUC 



/CL 



BAS 
EQUAT 

IMPIiRS 
PAoS 



WM 



1) fCLNUC A5.67 Now it may have been necessary that he 

QO this to keep us awake. 



2) 



3) 



B2.98 And I found that when . first went ther 
I couldn't even order my breakfast in French. 

A3. 53 : know th at (from the standpoint of 
hearing French spoken,) whenever I hear it 
s p 0 Ic e ii w c .1 1 m y cars 5tick_U£ . 



/ 



-55- 



SASE AfP 

6) 4CLNUC lil.39 As a student I found that it was much 

/CLIMPF.R51V [j.^g -^^ for me to t.alk to the rest of the students 
in coffee break or even dui'inR the class if I 
had. the opportunity to do so in d small group 
or in a discussion. 

*only example 



26,i 



-56- 



SASHJUB 



7) .CLNUC A3. 68 I think l^schcd ulcd to take ni n^j:^ 
/CLPASSWH this start inj; thii. coming fall. 

i 

B4.5 I believe tjialj^e_jyc^^ 

a little bit more perhaps because we're nearing 
the end of the first decree 



-MM 

ERIC 
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SASE A^B 



I E «-CLNlJC 



-> /'CL 




COND 

orpos 



1) ♦CLNUC AS. 90 And I would think that if possible these 

/CLBASCOND^ ^ . , .-.7, — 1 

types 01 inaividuals (if they are sincerely 

wanting to learn French) should be >;egre;Tatcd 

and probably j^^iven a different kind of course. 



2) +CLNUC B2.94 And I speak to my roommate in Enp]ish 
/CI.BASOPPOS 

and to my friends in English^ whereas in Quebe c 
City (altliough I would be with my friends) I'd 
realize tliey're in there for the sa r no purpose , 
to learn Frencli. 



/ 



-58- 



SASr, A+B 



3) fCLNUC B4.65 I think that what he says that ifJjLlll^ 
/ CL I MPL RS Cgj^V^^^ there would be fi ^oups formed 

^£3in^^l£-42iI5ilH£i^ so that you could sit 
down with a r-rcnch-speaking student just simply 
to converse in French using what French they have, 
but not using it in a formal way. 



1 



-5 9- 



SASE A-« B 



I-F ^CLNUC 



/CL 



BAS 



INF 



PURP 



1) tCLNUC B4.65 ...so that you could sit down with a 
/CLHASINFPUKP , 

liench-speaking student just simp ly to converse 

in French using what French they have, but not 

using it in a formal way. 

*only example 



26^ 



• / 



-eo- 



SASl- Aili 



Level 3 



CLAUSl- rUNCTTONS con't. 



II fCLDEP 



-> /CL 



-> 



[bas 



EQUAT 

IMPERS 

PASS 




^ \ comple x"! 



COND 

TIME 

RESTR 

PURP 

SIT 

MAN 

CAUSE 

OPPOS 

CONS 
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ERIC 



-61- 



A. -^CLDEP 



~> /CL 







COND 


13AS 




TIME 


EQUAT 




RESTR 


IMPERS 


/ 


PURP 


PASS 




SIT 






CAUSE 






OPPOS 






CONS 



*-CLDEP B1.116 But too, I think if he's speaking the 

/CLBASCOND^ ^ . ^ , ~ ; ^ ^ 

tar get lan guage too early ho is onitc possibly 

forniing bnd habits 

KCLDEP B2.98 And I found that when 1 first v;cnt there 

/ChBASTIME , , , ^ , " r~ : 

1 couldn't cA/en order my breakfast iii Frcncl;. 



-62- 



SASt: A + li 



/CLLQ^ATTlSr'^'^ jack-ass 

Jji the world and he will learn very quickly when 
he's hung ry. 

;CLLQ!;ATC^^S," ^"^I "on'tknowKhcthcritwasof any 

ab.sistancc to him or not because he was very 
fluent anyway , 



I 



/ -63- 



SAsn A-tn 

%^^?MDri)crnv;/^^ ^"'^ ^ '^^^^ ^^^^ ^^''"^^ ( if there wore a 

-' school stin at Bronson-Carl inn nncl 

, everyone in the lincr gy, Mines, and Resources 

complex who v;cre on I-rcnch c our se wen t there 
two, three, four, or five half d ny s a week) 
their work would not suffer. 
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ri 13 -^CLDKP > /CL BAS 4 INF 4 PURP 

talways) been convenient and porh.'ips more accep- 
table to work to_cnmhasi this philosophy 
there 

^^-^^ ^"'^ I t'^i"^ i0 JL0_t in aximiim litnizntinn nf 
il, it would have to be more or less in my buTT" 
ding or in the area 
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ERIC 



SASn AiU 

MAN 

n C. fCLDEP >/CL BAS . PART t SIT 

TIME 

/KpartmIn'^ far as myself is concerned I've 

spent most of my life lea rning primarily thrnnn h 
the eyes, eh? 



276 



/ 



SASH A41i 



II D. +cldi:p 



/CL 



COMPLIiX 



♦CKDI-P B4.65. I tlii ik that v;]iat he says that if in Ihc 

/CLCOMl'Ll'X — — ' " 

intervenin g p eriod t he re would be f;roups formed 

up i n the de partment s s^o_ tha t you could si t down 

vlth a rrc ncli-r.peakii];; student just sin i]) lv_ to 

conv erse in l-'rcnc)i usint; what French they have 

but not usint^ it in a formal \<ny . 
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CLMISI: lORMS 



LI.VIH. 2 POiriS Din-INT.!) H Y Ll^Vlil. 5 



PRHD functions ?v forms 



I CL 13AS 

HQIJAT 

IMPHRS 

PASS 

II I'LL 

III MONO 

lY COMPLEX 

V complexi:ll 



1 PRKD 



nilided PRl:!) 
NO PRED 

2 or more PRi-.i)'S 

at least 1 PRE!) 

t an additiona] ell'ided PRHI) 



VI COMPOLNnCOMPLLX 



at least 3 PRm'S 



ERIC 



SASn A + B 



I. A. CLRAS 



■» » PREP ^ S at OD it 01 



fPRtD ^ /XVI Direct object Transitive 

/XVII Indirect Object^ 

/XVIII No object J Intransitive 

/XVIV Direct & Indirect objects ^ Ditransitive 



/PHV 
/XVCOMP 



+SAUX +XV 
■*AIIX 



+MODAL 



*XV 



1) V PRED 
/ XVI 



A3. 11 My wife is an anglophone also but took 
a degree in French and Italian 



B4.59 And then o£ course the teacher takes out 
certain expressions and puts you through a course 
of variations of those expressions 



2)+PRED 
/XVII 



BS.IO And we discussed about having a certain 
amount of help. 

B3.32 Again I refer back to what I've come to feel 
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-6 9- 



SASn AflJ 



3) tPRHD 
/XVIII 



B3.75 And all he docs is ask me to repeat it 
again until he gets the meaning and then we 
g o on . 



4) +PR1ED 
/XVIV 



A2.77 People come here and they get a certain 
amount of fluency in a language. 

BS.25 It gave you the written and grammatical 
instructions . 



A2.95 And they would speak it to us or to the 
groups who were learning French. 



ERIC 
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SASE A+B 



IB CLEQUAT 



PKI'DADJ 
PREnNOMJ at S 



fPRED 



> /XVV 

(/XVCOMP or /PllV containing XVV) 



^PRED 



1) A2.103 If you're in the office and your 



secretary is French-Canadian, she wants to 
please or feels obligatsd to please you. 
2) B4.60 And this i^s fine. 
j>) A2.108 And this becomes impossible for 
speaking French. 

4) B2.1 My name i£ George Ma^izlen. 

5) B2 . 5 Some arc Keen to get on with it. 

6) B6.31 So conceptually it looks # sounds good. 



^.78 
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IC. CLIMPI-RS > tPRED jfS ^OD iOI :t 



■pREDADjl 
PKl-DNOiMj 



tPKED ^ /PIIVIMPHRS 

/XVPRIiSlMPERS 



1) fPRHD 

/PHVIMPHRS 



B5.108 And I think there will be more oppor- 
tunities to practice as time goes on. 



2) 



A1.95 It seems to me that our experience here 
has demonstrated pretty conclusively that the 
behaviourial approach to learning language is 
the only one. 



3) 



B2.11 And it ' s a matter of huge battles to see 
who gets on first and v.'ho gets favourable treat 
mcnt on schedule. 



4) 



B3,4 It follows tJiat if the learning is not 
adequate then the teaching is not adequate. 



S) 
6) 



fPRED 

/XVPRESIiMPERS 



B5.37 Hcv/ about you sir? 



A1.67 Here is a whole area that I don't think 
he's prepared for even when he's finished 
the third degree. 
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ID CLP ASS > iPUT-D lAGHNT ttS iiOD jtOI 

^PRi-D > /XVCOMP containing XVI 

/Piiv xvn 

or XVIII 

J J AS. 56 But so many improvements have been made that I 
feel it's much easier. 

2) B4.116 For example you might go one evening a week and mig ht 
be asked to speak only Hnlish not French. 

3) AS. 4 7 I know there comes a point well towards the end of the 
day when (no matter ho\^ much pressure is put on you} ynu sort 
of go blank. 



?.80 
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ERIC 



II CLELL — > -H-S -brOD ttPRl DADJ 

" PRrDNOM 



1) 4CLELL P3.99 In Uttnwa 
/No nuclear Togmcmes 

2) +CLELL A2.42 And certainly his spoken English 
/ S 

3) +CLELL 
/OD 



*N.B. look at CLELL 



-74- 

SASli At-n 

III CLMONQ — > No Nuclear Tanmo,>ic-";^ INTER J EC 

1) A1.17 No 

2) B3.52 Yes 

3) B5.35 Uh uh 

4) A4.43 Ycs^of course 



1 • 
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SASE A -J B 



CLAllSI: rORMS 



I to define INF 



a) CLBASINF 5> PREP 

to XVI 

to xvn 

to XVIII 
. to XVIV 



b) CLEQUATIMF ?> to be (to XVV) 



C) CL.VXSSIjNF > to [XVCOMP] 

LPHV J 



2Pi 
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SASH A s B 



I (a) CL13ASJNP 



/XVI 



A] .29 



I t.o. V^''Pr ovc my French but I'm 

not at that level where I can com- 
municate my ideas and so on. 



+ PRED 
/XVII 



A4 .13 



Would you like to comment on that 
Mr. Wilson? "^^"^ * 



♦ PRED 
/XVIII 



A1.73 But I want to choose. 



* PRED 
/ XVI V 



B 3.5 Therefore, there's been a real 

attempt (made) t.p^^3 r _t h e re a (7^ jj^o 
t5-..tJio_J_<;ijiXj.uiiii , t6~1iavc (the two) ^ 
intcrmeshed . 
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SASE A B 



, I (b) CinQUATINF 



4 PR1:D AS. 68 In fact I'm hesitant really to. .be 

/ XVV t oo crit ic al of this now 1 oolong 

back at it. 



B2.58 This has been demonstrated tojie 

the nost effective way of Icar'iTi'n g 
* it. 



281) 
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SASl! A-f B 
CLAUSI: FO RMS 

II to define PART 

a) - CLBASPART ^ PRHD 

XVJ ing 

XVII ing 

XVIII ing 
XVIV ing 

b) CLEQllATPART ^ PRKl) 

XVV ing (being) 

c) CLPASSPART -> pR^D 

being XVJ 1 1 cd. 



erIc 



/ 

/ 
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SASH A A n 



H (a) CLHASPART 



^ PR I'D 
/ XVI 



A1.21 On the other hnnd, we hnve tests 
for those jcarninji French. 



/XVII 



B3.108 Most Kngl ish-spcakinp, people have 

been eccustomed (over the years) to 
listcnino to bad IZnglish . 



♦ PRIiD 
/XVIII 



A1./17 And that is that it's a sort of 

physical share of not r.ucccedinn. 



t PRED 
/ XVIV 



A3. 69 



Do you thin];, Miss Churchra, that 
the idea of tcnchinc: Prcnch to 
everyone is ii'Y^Oir~6\ic7 



ERIC 
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SAS13 A ^ n 



n (b) CLl-QUATl^ART 



B5.98 But it might (zil least) keep one 
f r om bct^o]:i_.j^r; t oo rus ty du v in« 
the p e y'ro ds~ t) c twee n courses . 

B3.67 Perhaps, there arc many Anglophones 
who arc not motivated towards becoin 
ing bilingual. ==r. 
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SASl- A B 



II (c) CLPASSPART 



But. the ojic fenr that is bound to 
dominate tlic tliinking of a younj; 
employee is the threat ol him he in^ 

a n d^ roixiblv sort ed into a stran nr" 
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ERIC 



Wll rJausc^sfiJjjjijUL^Xgj-.^ functions 



CLAUSn FOHMS 

I 4CLNUC 

II Nuclear Tagmemcs: a) 4S 

b) 400 

c) iPRHDNOM 

III Non-Nuclear Tagmcraes: a) -tCPREDADJ 

b) 4CPRnDN0M 

c) tSPECPREDNOM 
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-83- 



SASE A^B 



I iCLiNUC 



1) 4CLNUC 
/CLBASWH 



2) 



3) 



B6:22 Well, I think it v/ould be an excellent 
o pportunity to learn . , . if you had. . . 

152.71 This v/as quite clear that h e oxpected 
you (while you were on Frencli) to carry on . . . 



A2.66 But I don't know whether :t was of any 
stance to him or not be cause. . . 



4) +CLNUC B6.19 I would think while this may be a fact, 

/CLEQUATWH ^^^^ ^^^^ g v/ould be to o bad, 



5) 



6) 



iCLNUM 
/CLPASSWH 



B2.12 lie cause I think a fe w people are dis - 
coura r /jd in the sense that. .. 

A3. 6 8 I think Lj^^.Sllg <^^^ ^^^^ ^^"^ weeks 
oi this starting. . . 



/ 
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SASE A+B 



1 1 a) +S 



1*) 4S 

/CLBASU'H 



2) 4S 

/CLBASWII 



3) +S 

/CLBASWII 



oo 



A4-. 64 But v.'hat 3 would say is that his English 
language training has been effective. 

B5.6 It doesn't matter if we say the same 
things over again > 

COHPL 

B5.111 It seems to me that I've had some 
Fr ench element in my staffs for the last twenty 
years . 



4) +S 

/CLnQUATVai 



HI. 5 4 How maybe it's felt this is too much of 
a crutch. 



5) -tS 

/CLPASSVJIl 



B1.14 It's amazing what is learned during the 
period on course 



^.92 
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SASn A+B 



lib) +0D 



1) tOD 



/CLB/SWJI 



A4". 89 I think it helps a little bit . 



2) +0D 

-/CLEQUATWII 

3) 40D 
/CLELLWH 



4) +0D 

/CLPASSWH 



COM pi, 

B2.6 Others find that it's a b it of a drag. 

AS. 16 I would say pretty much the same for 
English 

B3.12 You're suggesting t hat it v/as in te n- 
^J:^"^l^y designed. 



5) tOD B2 . 50 I think it's just a sinnle jiiatter of 

/CLIMPERSlVll ^. , . : — 

the lea rnm p. process 



ERIC 
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SASn A+B 



lie) 4PREDN0M 



1) 4PREDN0M 
/CLBASWl 



2) --PREDNOM 
/CLBASWH 

3) 4PRI:DN0M 
/CLEQUATVm 



B4 ; 56 .. .going through the first degree is that 
you sort of learn by memory 



oo 



A3. 78 It's rather, howjniic h do you get 



A4.64 ...what I would Siy is that his English 
language training has been effective 



4) tPRED'JOM 
/CLEQUATWH 

5) tPREDNOM 
/CLPASSIVH 



B3.116 At least this is what is now apparent 



AZ.53 The only result, (profitable result) from 
it would be that thciT fluency would be mcreasca 



ERIC 
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-87- 



Ilia) ^CPRl-DADJ 



1) vCPREDADJ 
/CLBASWll 



2) +CPRPDADJ 
/C'LQUATWII 

3) 



A2.-?l I'm sure in our courses we've had French 
Canadians ta k ing the l-nj ; lish course 

B3.65 I'm not sure that the environment is ideal 



B3.16 I have becotpe convinced through my own 
experience that aptitude is paramount . 



4) +CPREDADJ B6.23 I'm sure there w ould be places in th e 
/CLIMPERSWH civil service where t >at would be feasible. 



5) 



A4.83 T'm afraid there^ arc prob ably still s ome 
freeloaders ... 



29!) 
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SASn AfB 



Illb) -fCPRnDNOM 



1) ^CPREDKOM Bl".2 ...being a question of habi tuat ing students 

to say things m a certain way winch is basically 
what I undcr st :\nd by Skinner's theory 



-89- 

IIIc) KSPnCPRl-DN^OM 

1) fSPnCPRHDNOM B6;21 My bjcctivos are so, that I would bo 

CLEQUAfMI able to t tcr into a discussion... 
p. 241 
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APPENDIX 6 

^m^LA ADMINISTRATIVn WRITINf! 

Sentence For ^s (level 1 for.s defined by level 2 functions - 

Nuclear tagmemes only) "^tions 

SENSIM » tCLIND X CLINDPAREN 

CI, 4) 

SENCOMPOUND -■ > ♦CLIVn tmh 

3^ 3^ lyd^Ji vXIND X CMND x CLINDPAREN 



HI. SENCOMPL^^ ^^^^^^ ^ 

(1» 2, 3, 5) 



CLDEP 
^ CLINDPAREN 



IV. SENCO^^POUNDCO MPI£X ^ ..cLij^D ^^^^^ 

— ~ — ' 1 uLiiMU tCLNUC t CLDEP 



t CLNUC i CLDEP -J CLIND 



NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

1. ELTRANS 

2. CORR 

3. CV 

4 . INTERJEC 

5. SPECCLDEP 

6. SPECCLIND,-NUC 

Note: order of clauses not represented. 
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-91- 

SAWE - A 



^' SENSIM » -t-CLIND ±CLINDPAREN 

eg. +CLIND 



^9-20 I agreed to extend the contract date to 

August 1st . — 

A13.13 He indicated that the total co st would 

approximate $350 . ' ~~ 



tCUND -^CLINDPAREN 

A6.37 For the time bcin ^ , wc have. I believe, 
established an effective modus vivendi! 



-t INTERJEC 1 CLIND 

A17.10 Of course, in some of the lartrer parks . 

these visitor services center.;, or tow'n - 
sites, arc located within the parl^ 



ELTRANS •♦CI.INO 



A6.23 Also. I would ap preciate your k eeping 

advised of any action you may talceT ^ 
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BtST copy AYAIUBLE 



SAWE - A 



II. SENCOMPOUND » ^CLIND iCLIND iCLIND iCLlNDPAREN 

eg. i CLIND CLIND 

A14.47 I am pleased to hear that you c an correct 
«*the ravap.cs of tiinc^ I am sure I can 
live with viiat you produce . 

* 1 CLIND ^CORR -CLIND -« CLINDPAREN 

A3. 26 Our intention therefore is to add a secon d 
se t to vour regi^on a year from now, and, 
tI TTs set, we anticipate, ^liillg e^an imp rove- 
mcnT'ovcr that being delivered in May 19/0 . 

^CVSIT yCLIND ♦CORR CLIND 

A15.il In response to your memorandum of April 6, 
I have contac t ed Alberta an d l^ritish 
Columbia res 10" s and ipfori.unl tnem of Mr . 
Honey's visit . \^ 

•rELTRANS ■* CLIND ■» CORR - CLIND ' 

A17.5 However, the parks are for people and 

therefore it Is necessary to ensure that 
visitors can derive enjoyment trom them . 
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SAVIE - A 

.riMiir *CLDEP 2-CLNUC i CLDEP 
eg . ♦ CLDHP + CLNUC 

Teases arc rcquirco . 

4 CLNUC -» SPECCLDEP -tCl^ 
A7 m Expenses ^orentertaj^m^^ 

toTHe Board . 

^ CIDEP -rCORR t CLDEP ^ CmJC 

• KTiTrTTdJ nst your mairimL-lltl- 

-r CLNUC 1 CLDEP ^. CLDEP -CLNUC. 
Ai^ 55 Please discuss if vou have oblecti.o-ltg 
• ^4^ ^T^.— Martin . 



^ ELTRANS - CLNUC -< CLDEP 
A17.22 in addition a.|H^^ 

gark and su p ^est changes . 

tCLINDPAREN + CLNUC CLDEP 
A^n 19 AS you point out. the c>na^abour_R^ 

Board has so on fit to ; . - ^ .^rTLr^^r^ 

tion Act. 



ERJ.C 
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^ +CVSIT -CLDEP ^ CLNUC 



^^^^^^^ 

Minister's approvar 



/ 
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BESl m PUBLt 



SAWE - A 



IV SRNC0KP0UNDC0M 1>LEX^=:I_ ^CyiND . CLNU.C_tCLD£P ^CLIND 
" iCLNUC i^CLDBP 



eg 



4 CLIND - CLNUC ♦ CLDEP 
A20 8 I have in djcated my sug|^ '-<^t^rl corrections in 

ybii' cTisagree witii tiiem . 

+ CUNU +CORR t CLDEP ^ CLNDC CLDEP, 

A9 49 Your applicat ion has been recorded, and 

Whrn niir ^ ^ ^T ;n^-Hg7s- are in this vici_nity ., 

^. m m iirr"^H~^3qmInat ioji to ascertain 
TT^ e conditions iror f He-cTrTtivation o£ oysters. 

.SPECCLTND .CLIND ^ SPECCLIND ^ CLIND ^ SPECCLMUC 

4 rLD EP CLNUC 

All 35 Firstly, o ur operational men a re_givillg 

All. 35 i^^'^ni:;^^ 

changes are not very extensive; thirdly 
if we bounce tl.P material off thc ,Jiie_xd 

rT iK7"tKitl7 e may settle down to a 

Ipn-^ jHiv period ot n itpicking while 

the taxnayer waits . 

+ ELTIL\NS -CLNUC ^ CLDEP ^COKR CLIND 

A19.7 Rather, ouj^X^fiulatio^^ 

pr ovinciirri-cqujj renients where there arc 
comparable exactments and secondly our 
y^^^frnrn^ri^iiV"^^ matters not 
7:7wg-g[l provincia l repuxaiions . 



303 

o 

ERIC 



-96- • 



SAWE - A 



ADMINISTRATIVE WRITING 



LEVEL 2 



forms - Nuclear Tag-iemes only) 



1 2 



I. Qum 



/CL BAS 
EQUAT 
IMPERS 
PASS 
MONO . 
ELL 

COMPLEX 



♦cannot have COMPL or SUB 
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ERIC 
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SAWE - A 

1.) +CLIND A3. 23 

/CLBAS 

AS. 8 
A18.6 



We expect delivery about 

In due course, Mr. Curry 

I asking that you two 
sibility. 



the 15 - 20th May. 
should return it to me. 
share that respon- 
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SAWE - A 

2)^ cum ' A5.6 our base for this >s our 1970-71 estimates. 
/CLEQUAT 

A4.7 The best approach would be a joint proposal 
from both laboratories. 

A17.32 Classification and recruitment for the in 
creased program is now underway.^ 



o 

ERIC 
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/CLIMPERS ward this material to tne a, h H 

A7.7 There is no money available to hire casuals. 

for safekeeping. 
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SAWE - A 



4^ +CLIND A3. 22 The following items have been ordered for 
/CLPASS each region. 

A4.U This inspection was made on January 27, 1969. 

A3. 35 The copy of the decision should be corrected 
..accordingly. 
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-101 



SAV?E - A 



5) + CLIND A13.36 Thank you 
/CLMONO 

A14.'48 Thanks. 



9 
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SAWE - A 



"102- 



^nf't^?^^^^ ^^^-^^ The following air mail from Creighton Dougl 
/CLELL (2) today, -* 

A18.22 Not bloody likely . 



310 



-X03- 



SAWE - A 

7) +CLIND A19.42 Films which set out to present a stage 

/CLCOMPLEX (2) 

work on film for public viewing are very 
frequently misleading: Either they maRnify 
the dynamic range of the work and distort 
it in other ways to make it "more effective " 
or they diminish it and flatten it out until 
it is a pale carbon copy of the original. 



311 
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SAWE - A 



CLAUSE FUNCTIONS 



n CLNUC > /CLBAS 

EQUAT 
IMPERS 
PASS 
ELL 

COMPLEX 



ERIC 
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« 

-105^ 



SAWE - A 



1) +CLNUC AX2.49 If I can find the relevant newspaper 

/CLBAS clippings at home I will bring them 

into the o ffice. 



A16.^4 After you have had an opportunity 
to think over the matter, will you 
please drop us a note ? 

A18.44 This applies to all types of leave 
as laid out in the varxous group 
agreements . 



313 

ERIC 
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SAWE - A 



2) -f CLNUC AS. 29 As previously stated this is no 

/CLEQUAT longer in existence . 

A6 . 1 2 T he cells and pools are reinforced 
concrete , the cells being of high 
density material . 

AS. 27 As this is a fairly recent change 

from the previous system, br ochures 
are not yet available describing 
the latest systcnT 



/ 



ERIC 
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SAWE - A 



-107- 



3) -rCLNUC A20.41 

/CLIMPERS • 



Since a delegation of this size 
will not permit full coverage of 
all the agenda items, it is neces - 
sary for us to make a choice. 



.A12.29 If the enclosed orders satisfy 

requirements as to form and drafts- 
manship, it would be appreciated 
if you couTd provide us with ecrly 
clearance . ~ i 



A19.50 It might be useful to send it (if 
vou have one to sparej and also to 
keep us advised about future pubiic 
a ppearances cither in ioronto or 
elsewhere . 
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SAWE - A 



41 -fCLNUC A13.38 Th^^A outlet'' are required for use 

/CLPASS of draiting lamps, electrical erasing 

machines and other electrical drafting 
equipment thus avoiding dangerous over' 
loading of wall plugs. 

A18.45 When certified sick leave, special 

• leave or leave without pay is taken, 
an explanation murt be given . 

Al 21 As v;e have received a number of grie- 
vances on this matter, your early 
decision would be most appreciated. 



.'in; 
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SAWE - A 



5) -*-CLNUC A4.4 The more direct t he involvement, 

/CLELL (1) the better. 



ERIC 
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-110- 



SAWE - A 



M +CLNUC A14.2 Nor would the design ers be excused 

/CLCOMPLEX' from modiiying the exi sting design 

^ 'fj-v if condi tions were identified as 

^ ^ Be ing unsafe even tnougn these condi- 

tions were not at variance with the 
earlier code. 



A9.50 If conditions are found to be satis- 
factory, a survey wjll be Carried 
out to det ermine the boundaries , and 
a lease " wi ll then be sent to yo u 
to be si^^ncd. 
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ERIC 



-IIIt 



SAWE - A 



CLAUSE FUNCTIONS 



III 



CLDEP 




^ COMPLEX 1 



(can have COMPL or SUB)' 
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-112- 



SAWE - A 



Ilia) CLDEP 



/CL- 



BAS 

EQUAT 

EMPERS 

PASS 

ELL 



CAUSE 

COND 

CONS 

SIT 

TIME 

etc. 



1) •+ CLDEP A12.49 
/CLBASCOND 



If I can find the relevant newspaper 
clippings at home I will Knncr i-ulm 
into the office." 



2) 



3) 



f CLDEP A1.21 
/CLBASCAUSE 



-fr CLDEP 

/CLBASTIME A16.44 



As we have received" a number o f 
grievances on this matter , your 
early decision would be most ap- 
preciated. 

/ 

After you have had an opportunity 
t o think over the matter , will vou 
please drop us a note? 
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-^CLDEP A5.27 
/ CLEQUATCAUSE 



AS this IS a fairly recent chan ge 
from the previous system , b-ochure*; 
are not ycz available describing the 
latest system. 



+ CLDEP A4.28 
/CLEQUATSIT 



■t-CLDEP A12.38 
/CLEQUATCOND 



As the d esalting plants get bigger, 
not only the desalting f irmsTUtth e 
nuclear firms will offer their products, 

'Wc will proceed in accordance with 
this submission providin g it is 
acceptable to yoiT ' 

I 



\ 
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-i-CLDEP A19.22 
/CLIMPl-KSSIT 



Where, of course, the re would be 
a com net , the icderai r^gmr^-- 
ments would have to prevail. 



^-CLDEP A19.24 
/ CLIMPERSCOND 



If It should happen that in so me 
areas we are unable to make m utually 
satx^luctory arrangonents with pro-'" 
vin ciai autnoritic s then we won 1 re- 
conduct our own inspection services 



^2Z 
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•+CLDEP A4,35 If the date of delivery is n ot 

/ CLPASSCOND yet determined , a brief explana- 

tion IS required. 



+CLDEP AS. 29 As previously stated this is no 

/CLPASSIT longer in existence. 



■vCLDEP A1.2 5 As soon as it has been published 

/CLPASSTIME I will hasten to forward a copy 

"to -you . 



/ 
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tCLDEP 
/CLELI^CONS 



A4.4 The more direct 
of industry the 



the involvement 
better . 



1-CLDEP A9.4 
/CLELLSIT . 



Please identify each sample clearly 
and supply where possible as much 
information as available on physical 
and chemical properties and specifi- 
cations . 



\ 



\ 
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SAWE - A 



I I lb) CLDEP 




INF 



PURP 



1) -4 CLDEP A13.9 To arrange the visit we should 

•/CLBASINFPURP --contcict Graham Ferguson in 

Hamilton, area code 519, phone 
623-3740. 



A17.il In order t o provide these services 
to the pu El'ic, both residential 
an d c omiire r c i a 1 leases are required. 



2) t CLDEP (1) A9.50 If conditions are found to be 
/ CLPASSINFPURP satisfactory, a survey will be 

carried out to determine the boun- 
daries, and a lease will then be 
sent to you to be sipned. 
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8EST copy AVAILABLE 



SAWE - A 



II Ic) CLDEP 



/CL- 



^ 


BAS 

EQUA7 

PASS 








PURP 

SIT 

TIME 




) 


PART 






^ 



1) -f CLDEP A16.5 
yCLBASPARTPURP 



Mr. Toye will write to Dr. Aiken 
before the end of December giving 
Canadian Westinghouse fuel tabri - 
cation prices . 



2) 



r CLDEP A6.12 
/CLEQUATPARTSIT 



The cells and pools are reinforced 
concrete, the cells being of high 
de n sity material . ' 



3) 



r CLDEP A12.47 
/CLPASSPARTTIME 



He vomited v.' hile being assisted 
to the poai'c'c cruiser . 

/ 



ERIC 
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SAWE - A 



I lid) CLDEP > CLCOMPLEX 

1) +CLDEP AS. 22 This same principle applies in our 

/ CLCOMPLEX department as a review must be made 

of overall departmental requirements 
to esta b lisn priorities etc., relative 
to targets. 

A12.23 As to schistosomiasis ( while we agr ee 

that this condition is not any deflnTte 
problem in Canada msotar as transmis-~ 
sion ot the disease is concerned ) a 
medical opinion as to admissability 
to Canada is made in each individual 
case on the circumstances. 



c 
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SAWE - A 



CLAUSE FUNCTIONS 



IV 



CLINDPAREN. 



/CL 
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IVa) CLINDPAftEN 



/CL 





BAS 


^ 




EQUAT 




PASS 




IMPERS 




ELL 



1) tCLINDPAREN A6.57 
/CLBAS 



For the time being, we have, I believe , 
established through our discussions an 
effective modus vivendi. 



2) -tCLINDPAREN A2.25 

/clequat 



As you will be aware , 
completing a review.. 



A.G.C. has been 
cancelled. 



3) -tCLINDPAREN A16.38 
/CLIMPERS 



This, it is expected , will allow for 
uniformity in the- handling of consumer 
complaints from the new Department of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs. 



4). -»CLINDPAREN A19.45 
/CLPASS 



I am not saying that a fairly exact 
film equivalent of a dance work cannot 
be achieved ( in a few instances it has 
been) , but merely that it is far more 
difficult than is generally supposed. 



5) t-CLINDPAREN A3. 21 
/CLELL 



Mrs. Grenon called our office on April 
15, 1970, and stated she is anxious to 
give the necessary explanations in or- 
der to clear up this matter (her tele- 
phonc no. 731-6841) . 
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IVb) CLINDPAREN > " /CL »| BAS | » [Tnf1 



1) fCLINDPAREN A18.40 To summarize , it is the opinion of 

/CLBASINr otticials of the department... agree- 

ment . 



{ 



330 



SAWE - A 



IVc) CLINDPAREN > /CL- 



BAS 




SIT 




EQUAT 




COND 


PASS 




MAN 



1) f CLINDPAREN A16.39 
/CLBASSIT 



As y ou know, this company is a large 
newspaper printer, indeed the largest 
daily ncvspaper printer in Canada in 
the English language. 



2) r CLINDPAREN A20.9 
/CLBASCOND 



On the whole, if you allow mo , I may 
mention that this lexicon is much more 
than a nuclear directory. 



3) -J-CLINDPAREN A7.4S 
/CLHQUATSIT 



As you are a\\farc ^ve are active] / parti- 
cipatmg in the work of the O.e'.C.D. 
Pulp and Paper Committee. 



4) tCLINDPAREN A20.21 
/CLEQUATMAN 



As you are aware I will very shortly 
be recommending to my colleagues intro- 
duction of legislation involvim^. complete 
amendment of the Industrial Relations 
and Disputes Investigation Act. 



5) + CLINDPAREN A6.29 
/CLPASSMAN 



Arrangements are in progress to dele- 
gate the authorities, as indicated 
by you . 



ERIC 
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CLAUSn FUNCTIONS 



ADMIN I STRATIVE WRITING 
Level 3 functions defined by Level 3 forms 
(all fill CLCOMPLEX at level 3) 



I CLNUC 



I a) CLNUC - 



/CL 




1) +CLNUC (4) 
/CLBAS 



2) ->CLNUC (2) 
/CLPASS 



A19.42 Films which set out to present a stage 
work on film for public viewing are very fre- 
quently misleading: either they magnify the 
dynamic range of the v/ork and distort it in 
other ways "to make it more effective" or 
they diminish it and flatten it out until it 
is a pale carbon copy of the original. 

A9.50If conditions are found to be satisfactory, 

a survey will be carried out to determine the 

boundaries, and a lease will then be sent to yo u 
to be signed. 



Al 4 . 2 Nor would the designers be excused from 
modifying the existing design if conditions were 
identified as being unsafe even though these 
conditions were not at variance with the earlier 
code. 
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lb) CLNUC > /CL BAS 



INF 



1) fCLNUC 

/CLBASINF 



A10.42 All that remains now is to determine 
firm arrival times so that I can telex B.C. 
and Alberta regions; and I expect . you. will 
advise me of these when you have them. 



i. \ 
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Ic) CLNUC 



1) CLNUC 

/CLBASPART 




"> 



PART 



A10.17 This is in response to your letter of 
December 23, 1969, in which you request the 
return of certain documents forwarded to this 
office for the purpose of obtaining information 
• to import semen from the United States . 



2) fCLNUC 

/CLEQUATPART 



A12.44 You may have noticed in the local news- 
papers the recent case of a man who was charged 
with being impaired while driving but the crown 
lost the case against him because the evidence 
indicated that he had used a de-icer on the in- 
terior of Lis car's windshield whi]e the car 
was closed. 
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SAWE - A 



Id) CLNUC > /CL 



1) fCLNUC 
/CLBASWH 



2) FCLNUC 

/CLEQUATWH 



3) +€1X00 

/CLIMPERSWH 



BAS 

EQUAT 

IMPERS 

PASS 

ELL 



WH 



AS. 3 I'/hat has brought this matter particularly 
to mind is the December, 1969 revision o£ the 
Program Forecast and Estimates Manual which I 
sent to you to look over. 

A18.2 I believe that this subject will be of 
interest to all of the provincial directors who 
will be present as they are responsible for 
vast northern areas 

All. 48 Frankly, my reaction 'S that it is the 
regions* responsibility to keep on top of in- 
formation to taxpayers particularly when certain 
taxpayers must be advised of changes in tax 
administration policy. 



4) +CLNUC 

/CLPASS^VH 



A6.10 The concrete block walls are faced with 
precast concrete panels which can be moved to 
accommodate building expansion. 



5) ♦CLNUC 
/CLELLWH 



A14.5 Section VIII did not call for a detailed 
stress analysis but merely set the wall thickness 
necessary to keep the basic loop stress below 
the tabulated allowable stress. 
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BEST CaPY AVAILABLE 



SAWE - A 



le) CLNUC ^ /CL 



1) 4- CLNUC 

/CLBASTIME 



2) ♦CLNUC 

/CLBASCOND 



3) ♦CLNUC 

/CLBASOPPOS 




TIME 

COND 

CAUSE 

PURP 



A19.18 For example, when we might require the 
servic es of a provincial Department of Health to 
carry out some environmental or other special 
assessment, these services can be arranged 
through our existing authorities in each pro- 
vince . 

A17.30 I would appreciate it if you would amend 
the establishment records of the Canadian Wild- 
life Service to reflect these program changes 
.for fiscal 1970-71. 



A12.23 As to schistosomiasis ( while ./e agree 
that this condition is not any definite problem 
in Canada insofar as transmission of the disease 
is concerued) a medical opinion as to admissa- 
bility to Canada is made in each individual case 
on the circumstances. 



4) +CLNUC 

/CLBAS CAUSE 



All. 20 I am afraid you will have to visit 
Montreal in order to carry out detailed research 
as you w ould have to refer to a large variety 
of sources here to cover the career of McLaren. 
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tCLNUC A16.35 It was decided by senior staff that 

/CLPASSPURP when consumer complaints originate from the 

Dept. of Consumer and Corporate Affairs and are 
sent to the Food and Drug Directorate for in- 
vestigation, copies of any letters sent to 
the consumer should be sent to Ottawa, so that 
one copy can be fon/arded to the Dept. of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs to complete thei 
files . 
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If) CLNUC >/CL [BAS]— > [Pm] — ^ HH] 



n ^CLNUC A19.43 People seeing the version, upon ROing 

/CLBASPARTSIT to see the live company, might well be inclined 



to be disappointed; those seeing the second 
version would avoid going to see the live 
company at all. 
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SAWE - A 



Ig) 
1) 



CLNUC ^/Ct I COMPLEX 



tCLNUC 
/CLCOMPLEX 



(1) A14.31 It is my opinion that when not 
faced with the problem of the material size of 
a vessel, i.e.. when its construction is not 
affected by the size or when not under pressure 

.to- conserve material for other reasons, the 
methods of Section VIH will probably be 
safer than those of Secti on TIT with its lower 
factor because to just ify the lower factor 
the stress analysis must be done properly and 
this is by no means an achiev ement that can be 
relied on. 



1 \ 
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CLAUSE FUNCTIONS 



Level 3 functions defined by level 3 forns 



II CLDEP > /CL 




COMPLEX 

COMPOUNDCOMPLEX 
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Ila) CLDEP- 




1) ♦CLDEP 

/CLBASCONS 



All. 40Following the Regional Director's Con- 
ference I understand that we received a legal 
opinion as the result of which we backed off . 



?) tCLDBP 



A20.3 At that time, it was pointed out that 
/CLEQUATTIME this requirement would cease w^cn the Central 

Pay Office would be able to provide the required 
information. 



3) +CLDEP 

/CLPASSTIME 



(2) A13.20 The company has been informed that 
although the department will proceed with the 
processing of this first claim the cheque will 
be withheld until the following are completed 
and sent to us. 



4) fCLDEP 

/CLELLCOND 



A16.47 Please advise whether the draft letter 
to Dr. Bruckner is appropriate and what changes 
should be made, if any . 



34i 
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SAWE - A 

lib) CLDEP > /CL 



1) 




INF 



PURP 



tCLDEP A3. 21 Mrs. Gronon called our office on April 

/CLEASINFPURP 15, 1970, and stated she is anxious to give 

the necsssary explanations in order to clear 
up this matter (her telephone no. 731-6841). 

• 

+CLDEP A9.50 Tf conditions are found to be satisfactory 

/CLPASSINFPUkPa i^urvey will be carried out to determine the 

boundaries, and a lease will then be-sent to 

you to be signed . 



> 
{ 
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lie) CLDEP >/CL[iASl >|pARt! ^IW^ 



1) tCLDEP 

/CLBASPARTOPPOS 



A17.20 These are presently being care- 
fully examined and development will take 
place so as to ensure that the land 
may be used in the best interests of 
the people of Canada while at t he same 
time keepin g impairment of the natural 
values to a minimum. 
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SAWE - A 



lid) CLDEP — > /CL 



COMPLEX 

COMPOUNDCOMPLEX 



1) +CLDEP 

/CLCOMPLEX 



A5.21 The Treasury Board indicates in its 
manual that delays cause them serious problems 
as budgets rannot be establi s hed until all 
. departme t^t^ have reported. 



2) + CLDEP 

/CLCOMPOUNDCOMPLEX 



A14.31 It is my opinion that when not 
faced with the problem of the material 
size of a vessel, i.e., when its con- 
struction is not affected by the size 
or when not under pressure to conserve 
material for other reasons, the methods 
of Section VIII will probably be safer 
than those of Section III with its 
lower factor because to justify the 
lower fact rr ^^'^ ctr^^^s analysis must 
be done properly and thi <^ is by no moans 
an p^H4AVPTi>ent that can be relied on. 
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SAWE - A 
CLAUSE FORMS 



Administrative Writing ' 

Level 2 forms defined by Level 3 PREP 
FUNCTIONS AND I-ORMS 

* 



I CL BAS 

EQUAT 

IMPERS 

PASS 



1 PRED 



II ELL 



Ellided PRED 



I T 1 MONO 



No PRED 



IV COMPLEX 



2 or more PRED's 



V COMPLEXELL 



at least 1 PRED 



an additional ellided PRED 



VI COMPOUNDCOMPLEX at least 3 PRED's 



SAWE - A 



lA CLBAS 



■»tPRED 2^ S = OD a 01 



PRED 



1) +PRI:D 
/XVI 



2) fPkbu 
/XVII 



> /XVI 
/XVII 
/XVIII 
/XIV 



Direct Object '\ 
Indirect Object J 
No Object ^ 



Transitive 
Intransitive 



Direct & Indirect Objects ^ Ditransitive 



/PHV 1- SAUX T XV 

/xvcor^p T XV 

T MODAL 

A 5.1 I belie ve it is highly desirable to 
improve our planning and activities 
relative to the subject noted. 

A 3.3 The provisions of Section 13 all o^- f o r 
the granting of Special Leave "where 
circumstances not directly attributable 
to the employee prevented his reporting 
for duty." 

A 1.46 The Canada Shipping Act and all regulations 
written thereunder apply to all Canadian 
ships and vessels that are within Canadian 
waters . 

A10.39 There, Mr. Agar should apply directly to 
that CoYcrnpont for employment in the 

North. 

'Ms* 



4PRED A13.35 Please arrange in consultation with 

/XVI 11 . 

Marcel Martin. 

A 9.19 The late date for this project arises 
because Colbert will be starting on an 
urgent project for ERCO, and can only 
work on this report part-time. 



i-PRED 
/XVI V 



A 6.22 Please send copies of your early letters 
to our Dublin office, viz: Commercial 
Counsellor for Canada, 66 Upper O'Connel'' 
Street, Dublin, Ireland. 

All. 33 We should release the guide simultaneously 
to staff and taxpayers. 
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fPREDADJl 

IB HF^:::^— ^^^^-^ ^ IpREDNOmJ tr S. i Ol 

♦PRED ^/XW 

(cf/XVCOMP or yPHV containing XVV) . 

1) .PRED A16.23 The road is sub-standard but with care 

-^^^^^ . can be traversed by car. 

A18.38 I .£ecl certain that you will appreciate 

my views when I say that it would be most 
inappropriate for me to intervene with 
the due process of collective bargaining. 

A17.35 While cost reductions have been proposed 
for both vertical and horiz6jital reactors 
since tken, these represent Jar latest 
available comparisons. 

A19.4 I am sure this has been beneficial. 

A12.31 It is a well-written document. 

A 1.32 M.J. Alton was the union nominee on the 
clerical division board. 
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rPREDNONil 

IC rMMPERS — > 4 PRF.n - [P^^^^AJ^^J - 01 ^ S ^ AGENT 



♦ PRED 



/PllVIMPERS 



1) fPRED 

/PHVIMPERS 



A13.37 It is requested that you kindly take the 
necessary action to have two electrical 
outlet boxes installed on two drafting 
tables in Rooms 338 and 340, Hunter 
Building . 

A 1.33 There is one report dealing with both 
the plant and traffic divisions. 

^ 3.31 It wi l l be noted that the position taken 
by the Treasury Board has been uphsld. 

A 2.41 It is absolutely essential that the floor 
of this unit be wet-mopped on a daily 
basis. 

A14.26 There appears to me to be no reason why 
the strew analysis requirement of 
Section III need be invoked in order to 
use a lower safety factor. 



34:1 



142 



SAWE - A 
ID CLPASS 



+PRED 



1) vPRED 
/XVCOMP 

/XVI 



2) fPRED 
/XVCOMP 

/XVII 



3) +PRnD 
/XVCOMP 



.^tPRED - AGENT * S ^ CD « 01 

/XVI (with Direct Object) 
containing /XVII (^[itK Indirect Object) 
or /XVIII (without Object;) 



/PHV 
/XVCOMP 



used in Passive Voice 



A 1.44 Please be advised that this supplement 
can be obtained from the Carswell 
Company Limited, Toronto, Ontario. 

A 3.22 The following items hnve been ordered 
for each Region. 

A 3.49 Copies of the replies and comments 
received are attached . 

A 2.43 Your co-operation is appreciated. 

A20.4^ The expenses of the members of the 

delegation for this conference will be 
paid by the Department of Labour. 
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BEST copy AVAILABLE 



SAWE - A 



II CLFXL > ^.^S * OD 01 * 



1) /CLELL 



fPREDADjl 

PREDNOM * Non Nuclear Tagmemes 
^ C+SUB, tNEG) 



•A 4.21 



On the market side, water requirements 
are increasing much faster than 
electricity demands. 



2) /CLELL 
+0D 



A17.33 Thanks for your two memos of November 12th 



3) /CLELL 
+S+OI*-OI 



4) /CLELL 
f PRE DAD J 



A13.21 r.on pratulations to you and to those 
^..r^r^.t^A ^,ith you in this sp lendid 



achievement . 



A 1.38 It is recommended for your a-jproval that 
the reports be released ns quickly as 
possible . 



5) /CLELL 

4-S^PREDN0M 



A 3.21 ... Her telephone no. 731-6841. 



6) /CLELLCCND A 
+SUB-*NEG 



1.50 I trust that this is the information 
you require, but if nou please let me 
know . 



ERIC 
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144 

■ 

SAWE - A 

III CLMONO — » Non-Nuclcar Tagmeme INTERJEC (only 

1) A14.48 Thanks. 

2) A13.36 Thank you. 
A13.45 Thank you. 



ERIC 
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CLAUSE FORMS 



to define INF 



TRED 



a> CLBASINF > to XVI 

to XVII 
to XVIII 
to XVIV 

b) CLEQUATINF > to be (to XVV) 

c) CLIMPERSTNF > PHVIMPERS ^ PRED ^ to XVV 

d) CLPASSINF > to XVCOMP 

' I'HV 

(XVCOMP or PHV can be filled by XVI, XVII, XVIII) 



BEST copy AVAIIABIE 

SAWE - A 



la) CLBASINF 



1) 



i-PRED 
/XVI 



A2.18 A few scattered oysters of good quality 
are present but not in sufficient 
quantity t p warrant consideration . 



2) 



+rRED 
/ XVII 



A10.21 Please feel free to write_us_ if we 
have not includcd-iii the reports 
Mr. Lasater requires. | 



3) tPRED 
/XVIII 



4) tPRHD 
/ XVIV 



All. 11 The accepted sub-contractor Submits 
a written request for permission to 
with dra^v stating he is unable to 
•pci'i*6'rT[r"'.'ork contracted and reasons 
why . 

A12.16 If there are any points th.rt you 

would like expanded, plccr.c contact 
me at extension 6-1062 as I would 
welcome the opportunity to ^'-^cu^ 
them with you. 
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lb) CLEQUATINF (3) 

tPRED A9.11 They also feel the potential market 

/XW for such units over the next five 

years is too small to be interesting . 

A4.5 . To capitalize on the current interest 
we would like tQ_bc able to present 
your proposals'' by mid-l-ebruar>" 

AZ.IO The trustee feels that there is 

nothing here to be concerned about 
while Mr. Feller maintains tnat 
there are large discrepancies berA'ecn 
the amounts collected in T;he business 
and those deposited in the bank. 
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BBi copy av;mle 



SAWn - A 



Ic) 



CLIMPERSINP (1) 



+PRED A12.39 
/PHVIMPERS 



In view of the environment in which 
the rccommendar.ions were developed, 
I believe j^_j_Q_Jie entirely possible 
that the p roprnm na y experience more 
redirecTTon as t . Line " g oes on than is 
usual in our R&D work. ~~ 



356 



ERIC 



CLPASSINF (7) 



"^PRl-D A10.36 I am sending two "Application for 

/XVCOMP Employment" forms which you may 

/PHV forward to Mr. Agar to be completed 

and mailed t o the adclrcsses onthe 
post'^rs . O^VIII, XVMJ 

A9.18 They would hope to be co nsidered. 
(XVIII) 1 



A18.5 I also believe that it would be most 
appropriate to have thi s panel re- 
prese nted in^ WrhAjy by the CAna'di 
VnTclTi-re^SeiTTce*; CAV i j 



i 
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CLAUSE FORMS 

II. to define PART 



PP.ED 



a) CLBASPART > XVI ing 

XVII ing 

XVIII ing 
XVIV ins 



b) CLEQUATPART > X\^ ing (being) 

c) CLPASSPART > being XVIII ed 



- 151 " 
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Ila) CLBASPART 

.nopn A3 12 CCGS "Griffon" placed lighted buoy 

1) tPRED A^.i^ 7 5T on April 28th; however buoy 
''^V^ repo?? card c^avei^U_the^^^ 

has not yet been leceived in the 

office . 

uDPn A8 20 The commentary indicates that more 

2) .PRED A8.20 ^ j^^^^i^, guides re^t^n^ to 
/^vli particular provisions will be forth- 
coming . 



3) ♦PRED 

/XVIII 



4) +-PRED 
/XV IV 



A1.19 



This, of course, is considerably 
less than the cost of tra^|errin_^ 
and navins storage charges Tor ne^. 



,and paying 
employees . 



Al 19 This, of course, is considerably 

less than the cost of transferring 
and paving storage charge s for new 
em ployees . 
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SAWE - A 



lib) CLEQUATPART 



-VPRED 
/XW 



A12.44 You may have noticed in the local 
newspapers the recent case of a 
man who was charged with b^^B^^J!!- 
paired while driving but the cram 
lost the case against him because 
the evidence indicated that he had 
used a de-icer on the interior of 
his car's windshield while the car 
was closed. 



A14,2 



A13.21 



Nor would the designers be excused 
from modifying the existing design 
if conditions were identified as 
beinji unsafe even though these condi 
tTonT"weve not at variance with the 
earlier ones . 



\ 



It is noted that the progress claim 
includes patent costs of $5,155.00; 
being recent costs in thi-s connection. 



ERIC 
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- A 



lie) 



CLPASSPART 



A. 3. 26 Our intention therefore is to add 



a second sot to your Region a year 
from now, and, this set, we anti- 
cipate, will be an improvement over 
that being delivered in May 1970 . 

(xvni) 



A12.33 The manual can be kept up-to-date 
by simply filling-in the bottom 
portion of the first page so as to 



list for revisions. (XVIllJ 
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SAWH - A A dministrative Writing 

CLAUSE FORMS WH Clauses filling Lev el 3 functions 

I ♦ CLNUC 

ri Nuclear Tagmemes: a) + S 

b) * OD 

c) 01 

d) -r PREDNOM 

III Non-Nuclear Tagmemes: a) * CPREDADJ 

b) * SPECOD 
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/CLBASWH 



All. 40 Following the Regional Directors' 

Conference, I understand that we received 
a legal opinion as the result of which we 
hacked off. 



/CLELLWH 



/CLEQUATim 



A14.5 Section VIII did not call for a jietailed 
stress analysis but merely set the wall 
thickness necessary to keep the basic loop 
stress below the tabulated allowable stress. 

A18.2 I believe that this subject wiH be of 

interest to all of the provincial directors 

- - 

who will be present as they are responsible 
for vast northern areas. 

/CLIMPERSWH All. 48 Frankly, it is my reaction that it is the 

region * s responsibility to keep on top of 
information to taxpayers particularly when 
certain taxpayers must be advised of changes 
in tax administration policy. 



/CLPASS\)rH 



ERIC 



A 8.4,'; In this particular case of the Red Sucker 

Day School, it would appear that the project 
was not referred to DPW because your Depart- 
ment had originally estimated the cost at 
$259,000 only. 

36.i 
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SAWE - A 
II a) S 

/CLBASWH A S.3 What has brought this matter particularly 

to mind is ... 

/CLPASSWH A 1.17 It is requested that an extension be granted 

until Juno 1, 1971. 



364 



- 157 - 



SAWE - A 
II b)_t_OD 
/CLBASIVH 



/CLEQUATWH 



/CLIMPERSU^ 



/CLPASSW^ 



A 6.57 I ... noticed that a cons iderable aynount of 

gas ... had leaked on the floor . 
A 4.15 I hope that you have now rec eived them. 

A 3.21 ... stated she is anx ^nn..; to give the 

necossar/ explanations . . . 
A 8.2 I think it is large ly self-explanatory. 

♦ 

A 3.19 The trustee feels that there is nothing 

here to be concerned about . 
A 2.20 He has noted that there are in air services " 

other circular letters which have been 

issued . . . 

A 1.40 This is to inform you that Mr. B. Marshall. . . 
has been transferred from ad ministrative 
services . 

A 9.42 You can be assured that the i nformation . . . 



win be treated on a confidential basis 



3Bi) 



- 158 - 



SAWE - A . 
II c) 4 01 
/CLBASmi 



/clequatkh 



/CLPASSKH 



A 4. -32 ... please be advised that tbo Dept.... has 

no staff ... and h^s no need f nr accommodation. 



All. 5 



A 5.46 We were 

our . . . Council ... 



advised that the Ce ritre had selected 



All. 5 ... you were informed ... that dtitailed 
^nctrnrtions ... would follow. 



... you were informed ... approval of sub- 

c 0 n t rnrtors would becor,ejvoiir resnonsibjJj,tj:^ 



A 9.42 You can be ^c^^urcd that the information 

pvnv^Hed ... will treated on \ strictly 
confidential basis . . ._ 

A 5.40 ■■■ we are informed ... that technical and 
,,ri^r,-nfir research are being performed .. 
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SAWE - A 



II d) t PREDNOM 



/CLBASWH 



All. 29 This is how the timetable for the tax 
puide is shaping up . 

A 7.11 Your criterion whether travel should take 
place or not is whether the trip relates 
to immediate revenue-producing activities 
or to any critical personnel problems. 

/CLEQUATWH A19.6 ... the situation would not be that our 

rcRulati o ns would be ... on top of 
pro vinci n l requirenents . 
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SAWE - A 

III a) ♦ C PREDAPJ 

/CLBASWH A14.47 I am sure T rnn live with what you produce, 

A12.43 The lady was concerned that the label on 
the can ... contai ned no warning . . . 

A 4.30 I am perfectly sure i-hat. the resources 

exist within AECL to start a modest program.. 



/CLEQUATWH 



/CLPASSV.'H 



ERIC 



A10.45 I am sorry I cannot be of more direct 

assistance to Mr. Agar . 
A13.29 I am sure that this co n^rtion will bccor.ie 

even more valuable . 

A13.29 I am very glad that_this unique 
^nct^tntinn has been created. 
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BEST m &VAILAB1E 

SAWE - A 

III b) f SPECOD 

/CLBASWH A18.15 ... would appreciate it j_ f you will 

Tceep me informed . 

A16.15 They have reiterated the following: 
regional office of DPW should not 
correspond directly with RCMP members 

A15.47 I would appreciate it if you wculd 
ensure that the contentF of thes e 
minutes are brou^.ht to _tj -q:_atte - ^tion 

of those membe rs . . . ^ 
, , 
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APPENDIX 7 

I. SLQUENCES OF STRUCTURES IN THE COMPUTER PRINTOUT 

I. TERMINOLOGY (PHASE II) 

1) Group 

Group refers to the tagmcmes of & construction without 
regard to arrangement. Wien this term is further qualified 
as In "function group", it means that refercuce is being made 
only to the function labels of the tagmcmes. 

2) A string is a group of tagmcmes representing an actual order 
ot occurrence of those tagnemcs. 

EX. 1 a) fELTRANS fCLNUC +CLDEP 

/ADVTRANS /CLBAS /CLBASPARTCAUSE 

b) 4ELTRANS fCLDEP -fCLNUC 

/ADVTRANS /CLBASPARTCAUSE /CLBAS 

In EX. 1, a & b arc two different strings with the same 
group of sentence level tagmemcs. 

When "string" refers specifically to FUNCTION or FORM, only 
that part of the tagmerae to which it refers is considered. 



FX 2 a) +ELTRANS +CLNUC 4-CLDEP 

/ADVTRANS /CLBAS /CLBASINFPURP 

B) +ELTRANS 4-CLNUC +CLDEP 

/ADVTRANS /CLEQUAT /CLBASPARTCAUSE 

When referring specifically to FUNCTION, the strings in 

EX. 2 are considered identical. 
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Alphabetic order of strings involves li^ -rings accord- 

to alphabetic sequence of tas»c»es. considering FU.CTIO. 
first and FORM second. 

+rLNUC fCLDEP 
' )'cirASINrP«RP /CLBAS /CLBASPARTTIMB 

)^Ts /ctBASPARTCAUSE /CLBASPARTCAUSE 

iCLDEP +CLDEP 
kIepSaT /"bASPARTCAUSE /CLBASPARTCAUSE 

I„ EX. 3. string 1 is listed before string 2 since the first 
function label of string 1. «.^DEP , con.es alphabetically 
.efore the first function label of string 2. .CLHUC. Within 
a list of identical FUNCTION strings, the alphabetic se,uence 
of FORM labels is considered. Thus string 3 eo^es after 
string 2 since /CLEQUAT follows /CLBAS alphabetically 

3) Order Deviation 

An order deviation is a deviation of the actual order 

fron. the following arbitrarily predetermined standard order 

of Nuclear Tagnene Functions in Level 3. 

. S. * PRED. . OD. * 01. * PREDADJ. . PREDHOM. . AGENT 

Thele are quantified in teros of how ,any tag-e»es are out 

of place- 
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EX. A 1. ^ op t S t PREP 
2. 

t 



2. ^ ^ t OP PRE P <■ S 



one order deviation 
two order deviations 



4. Reference 

The reference ±s the sentence identification numb 

the portion of text to which it refers. 

EX. 5 A . 

t 



SECTION 



BLOCK 

SENTENCE NUMBER 



45 



372 



- 165'- 



II rnTTERIA FOR 



1. function: alphabetic sequence 

2. FORM: predetermined sequence. 



Sequencing Is the same except for 
FUNCTION GROUPS 



SENTENCE LEVEL 
CLAUSE LEVEL 
PHRASE LEVEL i 

^Jbh predefined sequence 

1 TITLE: Level 2 - sentence form- in pr 

Level 3 - clause forms in alphabetic sequence 
■ tevel A - Phra.e forms in alphabetic sequence 

* . "rrtteria for Sequencing of Function 
2. FUNCTION: *see . Criteria 

■ •groups" 

3. DEPTH! ascending ™axlnum relative depth 

■I u«v««-^r order of entire string 
A, FORM: alphabetic oraer 

5. DISCONTINUITY: count 

6. VALUE OF BRACKETTED ELEMENT *see 
"Variables Associa ed with 

Complexity" 
7. REFERENCE: numerical order of 
sentence identification 
numbers. 
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5 . EXP WLSSION_lEVRL 

"note: Levsl 5 is primarily a listing by form of all 
verbs. expressions conslstins of more than 
one »lrd (eg. XVI. XPREP. X«. XCONJCCORD) . 
Only XVCOMP. XVAUXCOMP and XVSAUXCOMP can be 
sequenced by FORM and FUNCTION since they are 
the only tagmemes at' this level. 



1. title: expression forms m alphabetic sequence except 
XVCOIIP. XVAUXCOMP and XVSAUXCOMP. which are 



las c . 



2. FUNCTIOll: 



XVCOMP ! XVAUXCOMP. XVSAUXCOMP only 
alphabetic order of entire string. 



3. form: XVCOMP, XVAUXCOMP. XVSAUXCOMP only — 
alphabetic order of entire string. 



4. TEXT: 



alphabetic order 

Sentence identification numbers are 
included where the number of 
occurrences is 10 or less. 
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(theoretical example) 

X.l SENSTll 

2.1 CLTMD 

3.1 DRFTll 1 

. A.l + CI.IND 
/ CLELL 

5.1 1/0 

6.1 1/0 

7,1 A1.27 

A1.35... 

A. 2 + CLTllD I 
/ CLMOKO 

5.1 1/0 

6.1 1/0 

7.1 A1.16 

Al . 32 . . . 

3.2 DUVTH 2 

4.1 -V CLItTD r 

/ CLBAS 1^ \ 

5.1 1/0 / 

6.1 1/0 

7.1 A1.42 

A2 . 2 . . . 

3.3 DEPTH 3 

A.l 4- CLIND 
/ CLBAS 

5.1 1/0 

6.1 1/0 

7.1 A2.1A 

A2.20. . . 

2.2 ELTRANS CLIND 
3.1. . . 
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III c]ajny<j^Ji!iIi 
croim>^r.Tnr or FmL C/TTOF groups 

Predefined cc.qucncc: SEHSIH 

SENCOMrbUMJ) 

SEN COMPLEX 
SliNCOMl'LEXiaL 

1 

1, number or KUCLF.AR tag;!i::.';s 

2 Kurtcr of «0«-MUCl,r.AU TAGHB.'.ES b^ginnlns vith 

«. Hun,be. of OTUEll MOlI-KUCLrAl^ TAGKMIES 

5. Alphabetic order of STUIMC of OTir.f SOS- 
NUCLEAK TAGIIEliKS 
•6. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING 

1 Number of NUCLEAR TAGMRKES 

2. Alphabetic order of ALPHABETIC ARRAKGEHnHT OF 

NUCLEAI^ TAGHEHES 

3. Number of ORDEP. DEVIATIOKS of NUCLEAR TAGMEHES 
*See "Ter^molosy Aosoeieted «ith Sco.ucncinB of 



Structures** 
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A. Alpl>ibctic order o£ oTRINOS 
TAGMEMES 

5 Number o£ NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

6. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING 

. PHUASE LEVEL 

1. Number o£ NUCLEAR TAGMEMF" 

2 Number of NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 

3. Alphabetic order of ENTIRE STRING 

5 . EXPRES S IOJi_i£I^ 

Alphabetic order of ENTRIE STRING 

(XVCOMP. XVAUXCOMP. XVSAUXCOMP only) 

/ 

,X 2 LEVEL 2 SEQUENCING OF FUNCTION STRUCTURES 

(RASE A p. 2) 

SF.NSIM 

1.1 NO NUCLEAR TAGMEME^i 

2.1 one NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEME beginning «ith CL 

3.1 +CLIND 

A.l One OTHER NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEIIE 

5.1 iELTRANS 

6.1 ♦ELTRANS -tCLIND 
A. 2 Two OTHER NON-NUCLEAR TAGMEMES 
5.1 vELTRANS+ELTRANS 

6.1 +ELTRANStELTRANS*CLIND 
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« • 

4.1 Pne OTHER HOiJ-NUCLEAR TACMEME 

5.1 ^ELTRAHS 

6.x +ELTRANS*CL1ND+CL1«DPAREH 

3 2 CLIHDPAEEN CLIHD , 
• ■ 4.1 one OTHER HON-NUCLEAR TAGMEME 

5.1 tELTRANS | 

6.1 »ELTRAHSVCLINDPAREN*CMND 

I 

, 3 KOK-««CLEAR TAGMEKES be.lnnln. with C. 

3 1 ,CI.IND.-CI.I«DPAREN4C1.INDPARE« 

/,.l one OTHER NOK-««CLF.AR TAG!!«tE 

5.1 +E1.TRAHS J \ 

6.1 ♦ELTRANS*C11ND.CI.IN^PARE« 

♦CLINDPAREN 
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APPENDIX 8 

COMPLEXITY 

I. TERMINOLOGY 
1) Level 

There are 5 levels of analysis: ' 

1) discourse 

2) sentence 

3) clause 
A) phrase 

5), expression 

2) Ta^ineme . 

A tag.en.e is a combination of a function and a for. 'at any level 

EX. 1 +CLIND or +NUC or *-PRED 

/CLBAS ^PHN /XVI 

3) Generation 

The co„«titue„ts of a tag.eme are one generation _re„oved fro™ 
that tagBeMe. Starting with the Discourse Level wh^ch Is the 
first generation. Its constituents (sentences) are ^ generation 
removed; thus they ave the 2nd generation of tagmenes. 

A) De pth Value 

The depth value of a tagmeme is the number of generations 

removed from the discourse level. 
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DISCOURSE 



EX. 2 



172 - 



4-SENDELC 

/SENSIM 4.ELTRANS 
/ADVTRANS 
4CLIND 
/CLBAS 

+S 

/PRONP 
+PRED 



BEST COPY AVAIIM 



veneration : l^^t 



2nd 



3rd 



•eneratlons 
;emoved : 

ie 



/CLBASMH 
3 ■ +S 

/PHN 



■VDEIC 

/ARTDEF 

4NUC 

/PRONIND 



fPRED 
/XVIII 



+CVS1T 
/PHPREP 



4XPP 
/PRED 
+ NUC 
/PHN 



+ QUAL 
/ADJIIJD 
4NUC 
/N 



Ath 



5th 



6th 



7th 



The depth value of ' the tagmeme ^ QUAL is 6 since it is 6 generation 
*^ / ADJIND 



removed from the discourse. 
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5) Relative Dopth Value 

The relative depth value of a tagnene Is the depth value In 
relation to a specified point of interest. Thus. If a tag-ene 
• has a depth value of A relative to the discourse, relative 
to the sentence it has a depth value of 3. 
Ex. 3 DISCOURSE 





4-SENDECL 






/SENSIM 

2 


+ELTRANS 




2 


/ADVTRANS 
4-CLIND 






/CLBAS 

3 








3 


/PRONP 
4.PREP 








/XVI 
5 






3 


fOD 



Generation: 1st 



Generations 
Removed : 



2nd 
X 2 



3rd 



4th 







/PHN 




A 


4DEIC 




/ARTDEF 


A 


INUC 




/PRONIND 


5th 


6 th 



+DEIC 18 5 generations removed from the discourse; thus, It 
/ARTDEF 

has a depth value of 5. However, It Is 4 generations removed 
from the sentence; (*thus, relative to the sentence) It has a 
depth value of 4. 
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6) Discontinuity 

A discontinuity occurs when the consistcnts of a tagmcme arc 
Interrupted by some element which Is not a constituent of that 
tagmeme. This element is called""the bracketted element" and 
usually has the same constitute as the taememe whose constituents 
are Interrupted. It's constitute may. however lie in a previous 
generation. 

The level at which a discontinuity is said to occuris the 
level at which the bracketted element is a constituent of 
some tagmeme. not the level at which it interrupts, 
kx. A SASE A 3.6 Mr. Buchanan, do (vou) feel any eff ects of French 

tSENINTERROG lan^uap^e teaching on staff? 

/SEN SIM 
2 4CLIND 

3^ 

4 



ERIC 



+VOC 
/PHN 



+ PRED 
/XVCOMP 



+ QUAL 
/NP 
4-NUC 
/NP 



.Mr. Buchanan 



i 



"1 



MUX 

/XVAUX 



do 

(you) 

feel 



/PRONP 

4-NUC 

/XVI 



fOP 

/PHN. . . 



In Ex. A. ^-PREP is the discontinuous element since its constituent 
/IXVCOMP 

(/XVAUX /Xv5) are interrupted by /^RONP. the bracketted element. 
Note that the bracketted clement his the same constitute. /CLBAS 
as the discontinuity element. This is the usual case. 

38*^ 
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The brackett.d element. /PRONP is said to occur at level 
since it is the constituent of a clause. 
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II COMPLEXITY ItrJEX 
To determine the complexity of a structure, the following 
three variables are considered. 

1. Maximum Relative Depth 

2, Number oi Discontinuities 

3. Value of the Bracketted Element within a 

discon tinui ty . 

First, the depth of each structure is determined, and all 
structures of the same depth are grouped together. Within 
each depth category, structures are further grouped and 
ranked according to the number of discontinuities they contain. 
Within each discontinuity sub-category, the structures are 
grouped and ranked according to the value of bracketted element 



INDEXING SYSTEM 



DEPTH- 



3 / 1 .1 



NUMBER OF DISCONTINUITIES—* 
VALUE OF THE BRACKETTED ELEMENT 
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III VARIABLES ASSOCIATED WITH COMPLEXITY 

1) Maximum Relative Dcpt ^. 

The maximum relative depth of a tagmeme Is the depth value, 
relative to that tagmeme. of Itsfurthest removed terminal 

element (minus 1) 
Ex. 5 SASE A 3.3 So, in the working environment it's one thing. 

(DISCOURSE) 

k • 

2 



4SENDECL 
/SENSIM 



fCLIND 
/CLEQUAT 



I 



fCVCONS 
/ADVCONS 
4-CVSIT 
/PHPREP 



■UPP 

/PREP 

4-NUC 





/PHN 




4 




A 




4 


vs 




/PRONP 





f DEIC 

/ARTD\EF 

4QUAL 

fNUC 



tPRED 
/XVV 



Generation : Ist 



2nd 



3rd 



Ath 



_ +QUANT 
/ADJNUM 
+NUC 
/N 

5th 6th 
> 



SO 



IK 

THE 
WORK 

ENVIRONMi- 
IT 



ONE 
THING 



Generations 
Removed : 
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In ex. 5, the three tagmcucs enclosed in a box are the 
.ern.inal elements which are the .ur thest^re^oved fro» 
^SNl-cvel 2). rctHpSAT (Level 3). /PHPREP (Level A). 
Relative to the sentence, they have a depth value of 4, 
„lative to the clause, a depth value o£ 3. and relative 
to the prepositional phrase, a depth of 2. Thus, according 
to the definition, the sentence has a maximum relative depth 
of 3. the clause, 2 and the prepositional phrase. 1. 
2) Number of ni .rontlnuities 

The number of discontinuities within a tagmeme is the number 
of bracketted elements (not the number of tagmemes within the 

brackets ) 
Ex. 6 SASE A 3.77 

' T «u n.-er^t that it's (no t ^,^^.£eL.^Mt_J ?«V«« Incapab le. 

of learning . 



. ...fOD 

/CLBASWH 

13 4C0MPL 

/CONJSUB 

|3 _ -tEMPH 

/XVEMPH 

15 

fN£G 
/ADVNEG 

fS 

/PHN 




tDEIC 
/ARTDEF 
+NUC 
/N 



f PRED 
/XVI 



»-0D 

/PRONINU 



THAT 

IT* S 
(NOT 

THE 
AGE) 
THAT 

MAKES 
ONE 
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•4EMP i 

In ex. 6. tho only discontinuous element io /XVEMPH. The 
bta.ketted element which interrupts this tagme.e Is counted 
ap one discontinuity. 
3) v. lno of the ^> ^^rV.rto.6 clemcnr vlthin a ^isconti uiit^ 

The value generally assigned to the bracketted element within 
a discontinuity is the total number of tagmemic. Constituents 
for all generations of that element. 

lEx. 7 SA^E A 1 .82 

You recome annoyed not only (at yourself), but. at the ... 



VCORR 

/XCONJCOORD 



4-01 1 
/PHP REP 



+ IPP 2 
/PREP 
4.NUC 3 
/PRONREFL 



MOT ONLY 

i: AT 

YOURSELF) 
HUT 



4-01 

/PHPREP 



+CORR 

In-ex. 7, the dilcon^ Jnuious element is /yXONJCQORD. The 
value of a bracketted element is 3. 
Special Considerations 

1. When a terminal element is listed at the expression level, 
level 5. it is counted twice, once the first time it appears 
and a second time when it is listed at level 5. 
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Ex. « SASE A 2.31 



.^A rui. one (I thtnkj_ was rather unique .. 
12 VCLNUC 



I 



CLEQUAT 

3 1 • . +S 

/PHPROK 



4DEIC 
/ADJDEM 
+ NUC 

/PRONXND 



THIS 
ONE 



+CLINDPAREN 1 

/CLBAS 

fS 2 

- /PROHP 

13 4PREC) 

/XVIII 



1 



fPRED 
/XVV 



( I 



THINK) 



WAS 



1 



4PREDADJ 
/PUAD J 



+CLNUC ^. 

In ex. 8. the discontinuous element is /CLEQUAT. Th. value 
of the bracketted element is 4. 

2. When »ore than one generation of tagmemes are Interrupted 

by the 8a« bracketted element, the computer considers the 

first generation which is interrupted as the original dlscontinuou 

element. Then, the number of tagmemic constituents of the 

.econd discontinuous element, which follows the bracketted ^ 

element, is added to the value of the bracketted element. 

Thus, discontinuities of this type create a greater index 

of complexity than those of the general type. 



o 

ERIC 



388 



BBl copy WAIUM 



- 181 - 



FX. 9 SASE A 2.16 

«f ^..r teache'-s frl''^'^ ^^^^ course. 

have (n' t ^ Had too many of our tcache s 

ft 



r 



i-PRED 
1 /PHV 
\h +SAUX 
' I /XVSAUXCOMP 

I5 _1 VAUX 

/XVAUX 



4-NEG 1 

/ADVNEG 
fNUC 2 
/XVSAUX 

5 . 3 



t-NUC 
/PHV 



^NEG 



HAVE 
(N'T) 

HAD 

too many of our 
teachers follow 



in EX. 9. 'the bracketted elenent. /ADVHEG, interrupts two 

Piretlv It interrupts the constituents 
generations of '"S^^^J- Firstly, it^in 

o£ /?Hv"which are /XVSAUXCOMP *a^d^/PHV and secondly it^^^ ' 
interrupts the constituents of /XVSAOXCOMP *which are VXVAUX 
.„a mSAUX. Thus. nlv\. the lirst discontinuous element 
and )XVSAUX is a further generation ^is continuous elenent. 
Therefore, the tagne^ic constituents of /XVSAUXCOMP which 
follow SeG are counted in the value of the embedded 
element, resulting in a final value which equals to 3. 
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IV COMPTjaiTV vs. NUMBER OF CONSTITUEN TS. 
Greater complexity does not necessarily imply greater number 
of taBmemlc constituents or greater number of terminal 
elements, and vice versa. This is true since the constituents 
of a tagmeme of any particular generatioa may be either terminal 
Clements or constituted of further constituents. They may 
contain a number of discontinuous elements or none at all. 
Thus, a tagmeme which has several constituents which are 
very simple tagmemes is not considered to be as complex as 
one which has fewer constituents, but are .ore complex in 



themselves . 
Ex. 10 SASE A 2.55 
' We all know 



1 



ISUNDECLINC 
/SENSIM 
2 . -I-CLIND 

/CLBAS 



Ex. 11 3ASE A 1.15 

I would thi nk 

/ 

1 

2 



COMPLEXITYc 2/0 



l-S 

/PRONP 

+SPECS 

/PRONIND 

+PRED 

/XVIII 



f SENDECLINC 
/SENSIM 

fCLIND 
/CLBAS 

WE 13 tS 

/PRONP 

ALL 13 +PRED 

/XVCOMP 



KNOW 



fMODAL 
/XVMODE 
5 WO I 



fNUC 
/XVIII 
5 tH 



COMPLEXITY r 3/0 
In Ex. 10 and Ex. 11 above, although the number of tagmemes at 
the sentence level and the number of terminal elements are the 
same, the sentence Fx. 10 is less complex than sentence Ex. 11 
This is true since the sentence in Ex. 10 Is made up of a clause 
tagmeme composed of three terminal elements, whereas that in Ex.H 
is made up of a clause tagmeme. which is n constitute of further 



cons t i tucn ts • 
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Ex. 12 SASE A 2.51 

Ko^h of them pcrfnrm--^ '^-^'-^ EnRllr;h 

environment bpforc they hepan the course. 



ERIC 



f SENDELC 
/SENCOMPLEX 

fCLNUC 

/CLBAS 
fCLNUC 
/CLBAS 

3 



4S 

VPUP.RON 



IQUANT 

/ADJIND 

4-RELAT 

/PREP 

VNUC 

/PRONP 



4PREP 
/XVI 



4-OD 
/PHN 



VCUSIT 
/PHPREP 

A 



AD ETC 
/ADJPOSS 
4NUC 
/N 



+ IPP 
/PREP 
4NUC 
/PHN 



4DEIC 
/ARTIND 

AQUAL 

/ADJP 

4NUC 

/N 



4CLDEP 
/CLBSATIME 

3_ 4SUB 

/CONJRUB 

3 -IS 

/PRONP 
3 . -fPRED 

/SVX 

5 



40D 
/PUN 



■IDEIC 
/AETDEF 
•♦NUC 
/N 
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BUT 



BOTH 
OF 

I 

THEM 



PERFORMED 



THEIR 
- DUTIES 

IN 



AN 

ENGLISH 
ENVIRONMENT 

BEFORE 
THEY 

BEGAN 

THE 
COURSE 
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comparing EX. U rnd EX.12, although the sentence In EX. 12 
has »ore tag™e«.c8 at the sentence level as well as »ore 

-In Fit 11 these sentences have 
terminal el'^ments than that in EX. ii, tne»« 

the «a«e complexity. This 1. due to the fact that tue most 
complex constitute of the sentence In EX. 11 Is of the sam, 
complexity as the most complex constitute of the sentence in 
EX. 12. 

,,^..,«rT«r. nF COMPLEXIT Y IN T H E PHAS E III PRINTOUT 
It is important to note that complexity is not the only 
variable involved In the sequency of strings in the phase III 
printout. Furthermore, as far as the sequencing la concerned 
complexity is regarded as three separate variables. Thus, 
the strings are ranked according to dejith within all structures 
having the identical FUNCTION strings, whereas they are 
ranked according to the number of discontinuities and the 

of the h^.<-kPtted element >Uthin the more frequently 
changing list of FORM strings. Therefore, we cannot expect 
an index of complexity which ranges from least to greatest 
throughout the entire printout, b .t rather on. which covers 
the entire range of complexity within each variation of 
the string. 
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EX. 13 TK..,.^<.«1 Ex. -r'- Con ,plox1rY tnd.x at Level 1 
Depth 3 



3/0 ♦CLIND 
/CLBAS 

1. 
2. 
3. . 

3/1.1 

1. 
2. 

3. 

3/0 *CLIND 

/CLEQUAT 



1 



*Thc8C numbers represent actual 
references printed with texts 



3/1.1 



3/1.2 



Depth A 



Depth 3 



3 • • • 

A/0 +CLIND 
/CLBAS 

1. 

2. 

3 • • • 

4/1.1 1. 

2. 

3 • • • 

^.CLiND 
/CLEQUAT 

4/0 1. 

2. 
3. . 

3/0 ^ELTRANS 
/ADVTRANS 



3/1.1 



3/0 4.ELTRANS 
/ADVTRANS 



3/1.1 



fCLIND 
/CLBAS 1. 

2. 

3. . . 

1. 

2. 

3. . . 

+CLIND 
/CLEQUAT 1. 

2. 

3 • • • 

1. 

2. 

3 • • « 



o 
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I„ EX. 13. the depth varies tto. 3 to 4 within all stroctures 
having the FUNCTION string w CLIND. When the function string 

39. i 
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changes to, l-ELTRANS 4CLIND the depth variable of the 
complexity index starts over. The other two complexity 
variables start over with each change of FORM string, 
for example a change from /CLBAs'to /CLEQUAT. 
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. A ADMIMlSTKATlVi: 


.CORRESPONDENCE 


Level 3 


Exhaustive List 


of Clause 


Structures 


(Nuclear T a nine me s 


, Ordered) 












No. of Clauses: 
No. of Types : 


2771 
98 


.NK 


TYPES 


* 

Cum . X 
of TYPE 


IT O #1 

r & e ^ « 


% of Tokens 


Cum • % 


] 


f ■ 

S PRED OD 


1.02 




590 


91 9 0 

X X . A 7 


21.29 


2 


S FRED 

* 


2.0«i- 




418 


1 1 nft 


36.38 




PRED OD 


3.06 




384 


1 t 

X J • 00 


50.23 


A 
■f 


PRED 


A. 08 




250 


7 • 1 


59.25 




S PRED FREDADJ 


5.10 




182 


0 • ^ / 


65.82 


w 


S PRED 01 


6.12 




131 


4 • / J 


70.55 


7 


S PRED PREUNOM 


7.14 




96 


.> • 1 0 


74.01 


ft 


PRED S 


8.16 




93 


^ • J 3 


77.37 


9 


PRED 01 


9.18 




59 


2.09 


79.50 


0 


PRED OD 01 


10.20 




45 




81.12 


1 


S BRED OD OD 


11. 22 




37 




82.46 


1 


PRED AGENT 


12.24 




37 


1 -lA ' 

1 0 A 
X • /O 


83.79 




PUEDADJ 


13.27 




35 


85.05 


4 


S PRED OD 01 


14.29 




33 


X • 


86.25 


5 


PRED PRTDADJ S 


15.31 




3u 


X ft Uo 


87.33 


6 


OD S PRED 


16.33 




29 


X • 


88.37 


7 


S PRED AGENT 


17.35 




26 




89.31 


ft 


S PRED 01 OD 


18.37 




23 


ft ^ 


90.14 


1 Q 


PRED OD OD 


19.39 




20 


72 
ft / ib 


90.86 


1 9 


S 


20.41 




20 




91.59 


>1 


PRED S OD 


21.43 




19 


AO 

ft U 7 


92.27 




PRED PREDADJ 


22.45 




18 




92.92 


93 


S PRED PREDADJ 01 


23.47 




14 


* 51 


93.43 


24 


PRED 01 OD 


24.49 




12 


.43 


93.86 




No Nuclear Tagmemes 


25.51 




11 


.40 


94.26 


2S 


PRED PREDNOM S 


26.53 




11 


.40 


94 .65 
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S S PRED 


27.55 




S PRED 01 01 


28.57 




PRED S S 


29.59 


■ 


S PRED PKEDNOM PREDNOM 

• 


30.61 


1 


S S FRED OD 


31.63 




OD S Pr.ED 01 


32.65 




S PRED OD OD OD 


33.67 




01 S PRED OD 


34.69 




S S PRED PREDADJ 


35.71 




PRED OD 01 01 


36.73 




PREDADJ S PRED — 


37.76 




PRED S PREDADJ 


3R.78 




' PRED 01 S 


39.80 


0 • 


01 S PRED 


AO. 82 


6 


PRED 01 AGENT 


A1.8A 


6 


OD PRED 


A2.86 


3 


PRED S OD 01 


A3. 88 


3 


FRED 01 OD OD 


AA.90 


3 


FRED OD OD OD 


A5.92 


3 


S PRED AGENT 01 


A6.9A 


3 


S PRED OD AGENT 


A7.96 


3 


PREDADJ PRED S 


A8.98 


3 


PRED S 01 


50.00 


3 


FRED 01 01 


51.02 


3 


PRED OD AGENT 


52. OA 


3 


FRED PREDNOM 


53.06 


!3 


OD 


5A.08 


:3 


PREC> S S S 


55.10 


:3 


S S S PRED 


56.12 


:3 


FRED PREDNOM S S 


57. lA 


V3 


S FRED PREDaDJ PREDADJ 


58.16 


':3 


S FRED OD OD OD OD OP^j^59.18 


*;3 


FRED S 01 OD 

• 


60.20 
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of tokens 







.32 


9A.98 






.25 


95.23 






.25 


95. A8 






.22 


95.70 






.22 


95.92 




• 


.18 


96.10 






.18 


96.28 






.18 


96. A6 






.lA 


96.60 






.11 


96.71 






.11 


96.82 






.11 


96.93 






.11 


97. OA 






.11 


97. lA 






.11 


97.25 






.11 


97.36 






.07 


97 .A3 






07 


97.50 






.07 


97.57 


2 




.07 


97.65 


2 




.07 


97.72 


2 




.07 


97.79 


2 




.07 


97.87 


2 




.07 


97. 9A 


2 




.07 


98.01 


2 




.07 


98.08 


2 




.07 


98.15 


2 




.07 


98.22 


2 




.07 


98.30 


2 




.07 


93.37 


2 




.07 


98. AA 


2 




.07 


98.52 


2 




.07 


98.59 
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BESI copy mm 

TYPE 


f 

CUM. Z 
OK TYPE 


FREQ. Z OF 

TOKENS 

• 


CUM. X 
OF TOKENS 


0 


OD S S PRED 


61.22 


1 .04 


98.62 


0 


PRED 01 01 01 


62. 2A 


1 .04 


98.66 


0 


PRED PREDADJ 01 S 


63.27 


1 .04 


98.70 


0 


S S PRED 01 


6A.29 


1 .04 


98.73 


0 


PRED PREDADJ S S 


65.31 


1 .04 


98.77 


0 


PRED OD OD OD OD 


66.33 


1 .04 


98.80 


0 


S PRED OD OD 01 


67.35 


1 .04 


98.84 


0 


S. PRED OD 01 01 


68.37 


1 .04 


98.88 


■0 


S PREDNOM 


69.39 


1 .04 


98.91 


0 


PRED AGENT 01 


70.41 


1 .04 


98.95 


0 


PRED AGENT S 

• 


71.43 


1 .04 


98.99 


0 


PKED S AGENT 


72. A5 


1 .04 


99.02 


0 


01 PRED OD 


73.47 


1 • ,04 


99.06 


0 


PRED CD S 


74.49 


1 .04 


99.09 


0 


OD PRED S 


75.51 1 
76.53 


1 .04 


99.13 


0 


S 01 01 


1 .04 


99.16 


0 


PREDNOM S PRED 


77.55 


1 ^ .04 


99.20 


0 


PREDHOM PRED S 


78.57 


1 .04 


99. 24 


0 


S PRED S 


79.59 


1 .04 


99.27 


0 


s s s 


80.61 


1 .04 


99.31 


0 


S PRED AGENT AGE*IT 


81.63 


1 .04 


99.35 


0 


S PRED AGENT OD 


82.65 


X . i;4 


99.38 


0 


01 S PRED AGENT 


83.67 


1 .04 


99.42 


0 


PRED OD OD 01 


84 .69 


1 .04 


99.45 


0 


OD OX. 


85.71 


1 .04 


99.49 


.0 


PREDNOM 01 


86.73 


I .04 


99.53 


■0 


PREDADJ S 


87.76 


1 .04 


99.56 


■0 


S S PRED 01 01 


88.78 


1 .04 


99.60 


-0 


PRED PREDADJ 01 S S 


89.80 


1 .04 


99.63 


• 0 


S S S S PRED 

• 

t 


90.82 


1 .04 


99.67 
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FREQ 



X OF 
TOKENS 



CUM. Z 
OF TOKENS 



S FRED OD OD OD OD 91.84 

S PRED PREDADJ 01 01 92.86 
01 

S S S S PRED OD OD 93.88 

S S S S S S PRED 94.90 

S PRED PREDNOM PREDNOM 
PREDNOM PREDNOM 95.9 2 

PRED OD OD OD OD OD OD 

CD 96. 9A 

S PRED PREDNOM PREDNOM" 97 . 96 
PREDNOM PREDNOM PREDNOM- 
PREDNOM PREDNOM 



PRED 01 OD OD OD 
PRED 01 01 OD 



98.98 
100.00 
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.04 
.04 

.04 
.04 

.04 

.04 
.04 

.04 
.04 



99.71 
99.74 

99.78 
99.81 

99.85 

99.89 
99.92 

99.96 
100.00 



99.99 
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KST MPy AVAllM 

FORMAL/ INFOi^HAL DISCU SSION , ^ 

■\$]: Ai-lJ — — - I.i: VEL 3 

V • Exhaustive List of Clause S cructures (Nuclear lagmemes, oiraered) 

Mo. of Clauses: 2,901 
No. o* Types; 69 



TYPE 


Cum. X 
of type 


FREQ. 


Rcl. X 
of Tokens 


Cum. : 
of Tol 


S PRED OD 


1.A5 


8A2 


29.02 


29 .02 


S PRED 


2.9 


525 


18.09 


A/ .12 


PRED OD — 


A. 35 


299 


10. 3* 


57.42 


S PRED PREDADJ 


. 5.8 


227 


7.82 


65.25 


S PRED PREDNOM 


7.25 


165 


5.68 


70. 9A 


PREO 


8.7 


125 


A. 3 


75. 2A 


PRED S 


10.15 


UA 


3.92 


79.17 


No Nuclear Tagmcmes 


11.6 


99 


3.A1 


82.59 


OD S PRED 


13.05 


73 


2.51 


85.1 


S PRED 01 


1A.5 


69 


2.37 


87.48 


PRED S OD 


15.95 


37 


1.27 


88.76 


8 


17. A 


3A 


1.17 


89.93 


S PRED OD OD 


18.85 


32 


1.1 


91.03 


PRED PREDADJ S 


20.3 


28 


0 . 96 


92 


PRED 01 


21.75 


26 


0.89 


92.89 


PRED PREDADJ 


23.2 


. 15 


0.51 


93.41 


S PRED OD OX 


2A.65 


lA 


0.A8 


93.89 


PRED 01 OD 


26.1 


10 


0.3A. 


94. 2A 


PRED OD 01 


27.55 


10 


0.3A 


9A.58 


S PRED 01 OD 


29 


9 


0.31 


94 .89 
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of Tokens 


PRBD OD OD 


30.45 


9 


A 1 




PREDADJ 


31.9 


9 


0 • jX 




OD PRED S 


33.35 


a 


0 « Z 7 


Q5 - 70 


PREDNOM 


34.8 


8 


A 0 7 


07 


OD 


36.25 


8 


A Of 


w • 


01 S PRED 


37.7 


7 


0 • 24 


y o • «j 7 


S PRED PREDADJ PREDADJ 


39.15 


6 


0 # 2 


Q/i 79 


PRED 01 S 


40.6 


6 


0.2 


07 


?RED PREDNOM S 


42.05 


5 


0.17 


07 17 


OD PRED 


.43.5 


5 


0 • 17 


o 7 ^5 


S PRED PREDKOM PREDNOM 


44.95 


4 


0 • 13 


07 Aft 


S PRED 01 01 


46.4 


4 


0 • 13 


07 f> 2 
y i • O ^ 


OD S PRED 01 


47.85 


4 


0 * 13 


07 7fi 


PREDNOM S PRED 


49.3 


4 


0.13 


0 7 0 
y i • y 


S PRED AGENT 


50.75 


4 


0* 13 


Oft OA 


PREIl PREDNOM 


52.2 


4 


0 • 13 


Oft 17 


S PRED OD 01 01 


53.65 


3 


0 . 1 


Oft 9R 


S S PRED PREDADJ 


55.1 


3 


A ^ 

0« 1 


Oft. 38 


1 

PREDADJ S PRED 


56.55 


3 


A 1 

Of 1 


Oft AS 


PRED AGENT 


58 


3 


0.1 


d ft SO 


^ PRED OD OD OD OD 


59.45 


2 


0 . 06 


Oft ftfk 
70 • OO 


«! PRFD PREDNOM PREDNOM 


60.9 


2 


0.06 


98.72 


PREDNOM 










S PRED OD OD OD 


62.35 


2 


0.06 


98.79 
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TYPE 


Cum. % 


FREQ. 


Rcl. t 


Cum. % 






of type 




of tokens 


of Tok 




FRED PREDADJ S S 


63.8 


2 


0.06 


98.86 




S PRED PRED OD 


65.25 


2 


0.06 


98.93 




01 S PRED OD 


66.7 


2 


0.06 


99 




OD OD S PRED 


68.15 


2 


0.06 


99.07 




S S FREC 


69.6 


2 


0.06 , 


99.14 


3^ 


« 

PRED S PREDADJ 


71.05 


2 


0.06 


99.21 




PRED OD S 


72.5 


2 


0.06 ' 


99.28 




OD PRED PREDADJ 


73.95 


2 


0.06 


99.35 




PREDNOM PREDNOM 


75.4 


2 


0.06 


99.41 


■3 


SSSS PRED PREDADJ 


76.85 




0« 03 




•3 


S PRED PREDADJ PREDADJ 


78.3 


4 f 








PREDADJ PREDADJ 






\ 




3 


S PRED PREDADJ 01 01 


79.75 




0.03 i 

f 


"99.52 


^3 


S PRED OD OD OD AGENT 


81.2 


1 


0.03 


99.55 


53 


PRED PREDADJ PREDADJ S 


82.65 


1 


0.03 


99.59 


53 


S PRED PREDADJ 01 


84.1 


1 


0.03 


99.62 


53 


S S PRED OD 


85.55 


1 


0.03 


99.66 


53 


OD PRED S 01 


87 


1 


0.03 


99.69 


53 


FRED OD 01 01 


88.45 


1 


0.03 


99.72 


53 


FRED OD OD OD 


89.9 ' 


1 


0.03 


99.76 


53 


FRED S S 


91.35 


1 


0.03 


99.79 


53 


PREDNOM PRED S 


92.8 


1 


0.03 


99.83 


53 


FRED PREDNOM PREDNOM 


94.25 




0.03 


99.86 


53 


FREDADJ PRED S 


95.7 




0.03 


99.9 
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TYPE . Cum. % FREQ. Kel. 2 Cun. % 

<A-K typQ of Tokens of Tokens 



3 PRED PREDADJ PREDADJ 

.3 PRED 01 01 

.3 S OD 



97.15 1 0-03 ^^-'^ 

98.6 1 ^^-^^ 

100.05 1 0-03 
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APPENDIX 11 

■ * 

T YPES OF NOUN PHRASE MODIFICATION 
IN SAWE-A and SASE AtB 

Modification of PHN's was uivided into four distinct types 
according to the environment of the nuclear element: 1) Unmodified 
2) Pre-mcdifierl 3) Post-modified and 4) Pre-&Post-modif ied. 
Only those modifiers which applied to the entire nucleus were consi- 
dered in the classification. Thus, if the nucleus itself were filled 
by a PHN, the modification of that PHN was not considered in the 
classification of its constitute. 

EX.1 +NUC fQUAL 

/PHN /PHPREP 

SASE A5.8 telephone calls in the French language. 

/ 

In EX.1, since the entire underlined portion is the nuclear element, 
this PHN is considered to be post-modified only. The PHN which fills 
the nucleus, when analysed further, is classed as pre-modified only. 

The criteria for classifying PHN's according to their type of 
modification are as follows: 

A. . Unmodified 

The unmodified category in noun phrase modification includes: 
1) Nuclear tagmemes with no modification at all, which 
necessarily implies two or more nuclei. 

EX.1 t-NUC 4NUC 4C0RR -fNUC 

SAWE-A 8.18 agreements f guidelines and the imple- 
mentation orders .. 

ERIC 



/ 



BEST m mm 



- 196 - 



'fix. 2 -t-NUC -t-CORR -t-NUC 



SASE-B2.74 three hours or four hours. 
2) Nuclear tagmemes preceded only by a DEIC* 
EX.1 fPEIC tNUC 

SAWE-A6.50 that area. 
*CORR and INTERJEC were also not cotinted as modifiers 



Premodif ied 



The premodif ied category in noun phrase modification includes: 
1) Nuclear tagmemes preceded by one or more of"t;he following 
functions or strings of functions: 

EXAMPLES : * where examples are drawn from 

only one corpus, they are repre- 
sentative of both corpora, 
(i) +QUAL: SAWE-A 11.12 acceptable proof, 
(ii) t QUANT: SAWE-A 2.28 all cases 
(iii) +SPECNUC: SASE-A 1.40 T^articularly the younger 

francophone generation, 
(iv) +REINFDEIC: SAWE-A 12.12 its own advantages 

*can only occur with DEIC 
(v) -t-QUAL tRELAT: SAWE-A 14.15 a set of rules 
(vi) r QUANT tRELAT: SAWE-A 19.4 all of us 
(vii) tQUAL +POSS: SAWE-A 17.48 contractor 's holdback 
(viii) fREINFQUANT SASE A5.47 no matter how much pressu 

*only occurs in SASE, only occurs 
once. 



401 
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2) All items in No.l above which are preceded by DEIC. 
EX.1 -fPEIC tQUAL tNUC 
SAWE-A 18.9 this new concern. 
EX.2 tDEIC tQUAL 'fQUAi'JT -fNUC 
SASE-A 3.45 the last five years. 

Post"modif icd 

The post-modified category in noun phrase modification includes 
1) Nuclear tagmemes followed by one or more of the following 

functions: * 

EXAMPLES ; *where examples have been drawn 
from only one corpus they are 
representative of both corpora, 
(i) tQUAL: SAWE-A 5.24 brochures describing two 

programs 

(ii) +QUANT: SAWE-A 4.9 $ 15/000 

*only occurt? in SAWE 
(iii) fSPECNUC: SAWE-A 8.35 page 2 

SASE-B 3.115 the cultural aspect first 
(iv) -l-REINFNUC: SAWE-A 17.9 the park itself 
• (v) tAPP: SAWE-A 15.12 Mr. Jutras, the Acting 

Regional Director 
*only occurs in SAWE 
(vi) +SPECQUAL; SAWE-A 17.2 your concern about the 

future of this park and indeed your 
own future as a leaseholder. 
40t) occurs in SAWE, only 1 example 
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(vii) fREINFQUANT: SASE B 3.73 no trouble at all 
(viii) lELSPEC +SPECNUC! SAV/E-A 16.10 a Mexican port 

;Lg Veracruz 
*only occurs in SAWE 

2) All items in No.l above which are preceded by DEIC 
eg. tDEIC tNUC rQUAL 

SASE-B 2.85 this question of total immersion 

Pre & Post modified 

The pre & post modified category in noun phrase modification 

includes: 

1) Nuclear tagmemes which are both premodified and 
post-modified by one or more of the functions listed 
in B ^ C above. 

eg. tOUAL -t-NUC •^QUAL 

SASE-A 3.9 3 chief effect of language 
trainin g. 

2) All items in No.l above which are preceded by DEIC. 

eg. 4-DEIC ^-QUAL fNUC -t-QUAL 

SAWF-A 9,14 the next phase of development 
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The forms that fill modifier slots have been grouped according 
to the following 4 types: 
1, Terminal 

Terminal forms include all one word elements as well 
as expressions (eg. XADJ, XNDATE, etc) consisting of two 
' or mord elements. 



EX. (1) /ADJ 

(2) /XADJ 

(3) /XNADDRESS 



I 



acceptable 
time-consuming 

Government of the Yu kon Territory, 
Whitehorse/ Y.J^^ 



2, Phrase 



Phrase forms include all phrases as well as the forms 
filling the following strings of functions, whijh were treated 
as one phrase modifier: 

1. 4.PT.fiPEC tSPECNUC 

EX (1) /XADVSPEC /N a Mexican port ie Veracruz 

2. ^-OUAL -^POSS 

EX (2) /NP /PARTPOSS AECLV s. tendering 

document 



3. 



4. 



4-QUAL -t-RELAT 

EX (3) /N /PREP modes of transportation 
f QUANT fRELAT 

EX (4) /ADJNUM /PREP one of the samples 



40/ 
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BEST COPY AVAIIABIE 

as aiscouxse 

Ci22Sa , ,„de >U clauses as 

.io.s,(D«>^^^^'«*^'=*^ years, secmejS^ 

*tons: thus there 
EiiiEticai. ^^^^ ^aerstood t-ctions, 

is no aotu ^^^^ „i.ght p „,tenceJto 

6^- 1 do not hav ----^.patuae 

learnHiSSHSiSIii^ 
. learn Hindustani. 
^ ' „ot actually occur 

.. m brackets does elliP" 
, elemen*^ m b represents on 

1„ EX.1 the ,,ut rep _^ 

. ,^naition m , undersw 

in that posit lifiet which 

tical eorn, £111^"^ 
^aerllned Pwase. 



408 
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BEST m mm * 



SAWE-A 



NOUN PHPA?^F. MODIFICATION I FORMS FILLING PRE-MODIFIER SLOTS 



I, Terminal 

\ * All expressions (eg.XN, XADJIND, etc) are considered as 

terminal elements, but examples are not given for all that occur. 



/ADJ 

/ADJIND 

/ADJNEG 

/ADJNUM 

/ADJP 

/ADJPOSS 

/N 
/NP 

/PRONREL 

/XADJ 

/XNDATE 



All. 12 

A2.31 

All. 9 

A15.23 

A4.27 

A2.49 

A2.14 

A16,5 

A16.47 

A2.20 

A17.27 



acceptable proof 
another branch 
no change 

first . (Elliptical NUC) 
American industry 
its bids 

air transportation 
Dr . Aiken 
what changes 
good-quality oysters 
1970-71 fiscal year 



2. EQUANT 

/ADJIND 

I 

/ADJNUM 



A17.3 
A12.21 



all Canadians 
eleven years 



3* fREINFDEIC 
/ADJPOSS 



A12.12 



i-ts own advantages 



ERIC 



4. fSPECNUC 

/XADVSPEC 
/NP 



A20.16 
A19.30 

409 



for cxamplcy c omputers 
Lindane 0.001 PPM. 



A15.36 
Al9cll 
A19.2 

A3. 14 
A6.7 

A5.38 
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/ADVOPIN A4.19 

II. Phrase 

/PHADJ 
/PHN 
,./PHPREP 

2. fOUANT ■ 

/PHADJ 
/PUN 

3. fOUAL -tRELAT 

/M /PREP 

/ADJIND /PREP A5.47 
/PIIN /PREP A17.21 

4. 4-QOAWT fRELA T 

/ADJIND /PREP SAWE A19.12 
/ADJNUM /PREP SAWE A16.42 
/N /PREP SAWE A6.5 

/PHADJ /PREP SAWE A19 . 39 
/PHN /PREP SAWE All. 49 
51 fQUAL fPOSS 

/N /PARTPOSS A17.48 
/NP /PARTPOSS A16.4 
/PHN /PARTPOSS A12.44 
/XN /PARTPOSS Al.45 
/XNP /PARTPOSS A7.29 



probab ly BWR'S and PWR'S 



better than average progress. 
accident prevention regulation, 
ov er v'hich jurisdiction 

approximately 6 inches 

I 

15 ton capacity 

modes of transportation 

any of the agreements 

pome form ojf agreement with 
the province \ 

> 

many of which 

one of the samples 

part of the building 

one or more of your works 

a large segment of taxpayers 

contractor '_s holdback 
AECL * s tendering document 
his car 's windshield 
to-day ' 5 date 

Charlie La w's story on fuel. 



ERIC 
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Clause - only one legitimate example: 



VQUAL 
/ADJ 



+CORR 1-QUAL ^-NUC 

/COIMCOORD/CLPASSWH /N 



A15.38 signed and expoct 
^9 be signed con- 
tracts. 
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BEST copy ftVAILABli 



SAWE A 



NOUN PHRASE MODIFICATION! FORMS FILLING POST-MODIFIER SLOTS 



I, Terminal 
\ 1. fAP? 



2. 



3. 



/XNP 

/N 
4QUANT 

/ADJNUM 
4SPECNUC 

/N 

/NP 

/XN 

/XNP 



4: +REINFNUC 

/PRONREFL 

5. fSPECQUAL 
/ADVEMPH 



6. f RE I FPU ANT 
/XADVDEG 



A8.47 

A19.32 

A4.9 

A14.18 
A9.22 
A12.16 
A4.40 



/XNADDRESS A9.26 



A17.9 



A17.2 



A7.22 



vote It Departmental Admi" 
nlstration 

parts per million, PPM 

$ 15,000 

class A 

Belleville/ Ontario 
extension 6-1062 
Chief, Financial Services 
Division 

Katicnal and Historic Parks 
Branch, Room 1201 > 400 
Laurier Avenue West, Ottawa 4 
Ontario. 



the park itself 

Your concern about the future 
of this park and indeed your 
own future as a leaseholder 

any inconvenience whatsonv or 



ERIC 
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II. Phrase 



/PHP REP 

2. EQUANT 

/PHADJ 

3. -frSPECNUC 
^- " /PHN 



/PHPREP 
4, tAPP 
/PHN 



A12.23 



A1.18 



A15.49 



A2.48 



A15.12 



5. -f-ELSPP-IC -i-SPECNUC 

/XADVSPEC /NP A16.10 
/ADVSPEC /PHN A 2.1 



admissibility to Canada 
$ 130.53 nvonthly 

-General Manager, Product 
Developi^ent H.J. Heinz Company 
of Canada, LID 

my memorand\an~ of Janu ary 9, IS 

Mr, Jutras, the Acting Region- 
uirector 

a Mexican port" ie Veracruz 
the commodity divisions 
concerned namely Chemical 
Specialties Division and th e_ 
lion and Steel Division 



III. 



ERIC 



Clause 

1. »OUAL 

/CLELLWH 

/CLBASXNF 

/CLBASPART 

/CLBASVJH 



All. 11 
All. 4 
A5.24 



A4 22 



413 



reasons why 
permission to change 
brochures describing two 
programs 

areas which novor cMncclc-d 
such changes 



BEST m MlM 

/CLEQUATV-m A6.27 

/CLPASSWH A19 . 7 

/CLCOMPLEX A 5. 3 

4-SPECNUC 

/DEXPL A17.50 
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proof that it is his respon- 
sibility now rather than 
yours 

inatters not covered by pro - 
vincial regulations 
the program forecast and 
estimates manual which I sent 
to you to look over 

. Mammals - Two Man-Years; see 
memorandiMn dated DecombGr 18 , 
1969, yyith Petauty Minister 
a pproval on it . 
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SASE A4B 

NOUN PHRASE MODIFICATION: FORMS FILLIN G PRE-MODIFIER SLOTS 
I, • Terminal 

\ *A11 expressions (eg. XN, XADJIND, etc) are considered as terminal 

elements, but not all that occur are included in the examples. 
1. tQUAL 



2. 



3. 

1 



/ADJ 
/ADJIND 



B1.5 
B3.44 



/ADJINTERROG B6.3 



/ADJNEG 
/ADJNUM 
/ADJP 

/N 

/NP 

fQUANT 
/ADJIND 
/ADJNUM 
/XNMEASURE 

4-SPECNUC 
/ADVSPEC 

/XADJIND 



B1.57 

B2.4':J 

A1.72 

A2.2 

A2.21 

A2.57 

B4.38 
B1.53 
B4.66 

A1.40 

A1.13 



4. 4-REINFDEI C 

/ADJPOSS A5.2 



advanced courses 
another country 
which aim 
no reason 
first degree 
English culture 
language teaching 
English course 
Miss Churchra 

some people 
eigh t hours 

that six-week period (p. 547) 

particularly the younger 
francophone generation 
sort o f expressions of 
disappointment 

his own language 



ERIC 
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5, 'fREINFQUANT 

/ADVDEG A5.47 

\ II, Phrase 

ypHADJ A5.22 

/PHN • ,B2.9 

/PHADVDEG B6.5 



2. 4QUANT 

/PHADJ A2.99 
/PHPRON B1.5 

3. fSPECNUC 

/PHADVDEG A5.16 

4. -I-QUAL fPOSS 

• /NP /PARTPOSS B4.64 

/PRONIND /PARTPOSS B2.110 
/PHN /<2f A1.38 

5. +QUAL 4RELAT 

/N /PREP A3. 33 

/AD Jim /PREP B2.72 
/Pim /PREP A5.9G 

416 

ERIC 



no matter how much pressure 
rp. 560) 



about three years 
French language training 

enough ( French) to be able 

I 

to carry on a conversation 
and make (mvself) understood 
and understand what the other 
party's saying in t^e ordinay 
sort of discourse one has . 

. ,. -v \ ■ 

very little, French 
this many course 

pretty much the same 

Mac ' s name 
one * s work 

the teachers * point of view 

degree of success 

some of your French. 

a different kind of course 
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6. 4QUANT -i-RELAT 

/ADJIND /PREP A2.40 
/N ./PREP B1.71 

/ADJNUM /PREP A5.4 
/PHADJ /PREP A2.16 
/PHN /PREP B5.10 



all of the briefings 

part of the old traditional 

i..ethod 

one of these two 

too many of our teachers 

a certain amount of help 



Elliptical 
1. -fQUAL 



A4.25 



McPherson... (only example p. 



4 IV 
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SASE 

NOUN PHRASE MODIFICATION! FORMS FILLING POST-MODIFIER SLOTS 



I, Terminal 

/ADJ 



/ADVLOC 

2. t-RClNFNUC 

/TRONP 

3. vSr-KCNUC 

/ADJNUM 

4. H'REXNFQUANT 

/XADVDEG 

II, Phrase 

■1. -t-QUAL 

/PHPREP 
/PHADJ 



/PHADVLOC 
2. ^-SPECNUC 
/PHPREP 



III. Clause 

1. 40PAL 



B5.103 

B2.113 

B1.50 

B3.115 
B1.149 

B5.47 



A1.140 
B4.16 



A4.30 



A5.57 



/CLBASINF B3.33 



their mouth open (only example 

p. 526) 

these people here (P. 526, 527) 
the students th eras elves 

m 

the cultural aspect first 
student A B C D 

no French at all. 



competence in English 
longer than three weeks at 
a time (elliptical Nuc - only 
example p. 514) 
the voices out there 

my age for one 



ERIC 



4\8 



ability tr> Inarn the? r>ccond 
official Innquaqe 



